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Bible Wines: L aws of Fermentation
AN ADDENDUM HAS BEEN ADDED

The outline was added as an aid to ministers ahtkBeachers who might desire to use the
book in a series of Bible studies.

The outline was prepared by Dr. Stanley B. Nile©&fahoma City. Dr. Niles, a graduate of
Albion College and the Garrett Theological Seminaegeived his Doctor of Philosophy degree
in philosophy and abnormal psychology from Drew\énsity. For five years he served
pastorates in Eaton Rapid, Sturgis, and Dowagiachilgan prior to being elected President of
lowa Wesleyan College where he remained for twgbags. He was Administrative Dean of
Oklahoma City University for three years followindpnich he acted as Executive Secretary of the
United Drys of Oklahoma for five years.

I
OUTLINE OF BOOK
1. The walk down Walnut Street that resulted in a sernfpages. 9-11)

2. The Scripture Citadel for those who want to drinkirsisting that the Bible sanctions it.
(pages. 14-15).

3. All Bible passages where wine or drinking is mem&d fall under three heads —

a. Where wine is merely mentioned.
b. Where it is spoken of as a cause of misery aneitiidem of eternal wrath.
C. Where it is mentioned as a blessing along with emuh bread.

4. This brought the author to the point where he woedld there were not two kinds of
wine. This book is written to show this is trueages 12-15)

Il
THE LAWS OF FERMENTATION

1. Fermentation requires the presence of sugar, acti@tyse above 50 degrees, the correct
consistency of the liquid, and the presence of fitjlet quantity of gluten, or yeast.”
(pages 15-19)

2. Palestine is a naturally hot country where, becafisiee heat, it is difficult to keep the
juice of the grape from fermenting. This fact aloam@icates a wide desire of the natives
to keep their wine “sweet” and unfermented, (thattinal taste”) (pages 19-23)
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There are four methods used in preventing fermemntaand the ancients knew and used
them. (pages 24-41)

1]

ANCIENT PRACTICES
Unfermented beverages existed and were a commiok @mong all ancients:
To preserve their sweet juices in a hot climatey ttesorted to boiling and other methods
These were called wines, were used and highly estee
Common honesty demands that we interpret the Siceptwvith the eye, the taste and the
usages of the ancients, and not with the eye ate and the usage of the moderns (pages
41-54)

v
THE SCRIPTURES (pages 54-ff)
When the Authorized Version was translated, alactarinking was universally
practised and accepted. Thus the necessity tadltiate between “sweet” and
“fermented” liquors was not felt or followed. Thaginal text was inspired — not its
translations. (pages 54-55)

Pages 55-64, give us a study of “Generic Words"+he Greek, Latin, and Hebrew
languages as they apply to beverages.

Scriptural passages which refer to wine “as bguagés 64-69)

Proverbs 4, (17, 23, 29-31). Isaiah 5, (22).

Isaiah 6, (12). 1 Corinthians 6. (10).

Habakkuk 2, (5, 15). Isaiah 51, (17 and 22).

Isaiah 28, (7). Psalms 60. (3) and 75. (8).
Psalms 58, (4). Jeremiah 25, (15).

Job 6, (4). Revelation 16, (19) and 14, (10).
Hosea 7, (5). Deuteronomy 32, (23, 24 and 33).

4.

Scriptural passages which refer to wine as “goQuhges 69-70).

Numbers 28, (12). Nehemiah 10, (37, 39).

5.

Scriptural passages listing wine as a blessingnaart, a necessity of life. (pages 70-75)

Genesis 27, (28, 37). Judges 9, (13).
Deuteronomy 7, (13). Joel 3, (18).
Deuteronomy 11, (14). Psalms 54, (14-15).
Proverbs 3, (10). Zechariah 9, (7).
Isaiah 24, (7-11) and 65, (8). Psalms 4, (7).

6.

Scriptural passages which call wine a “spirituadsing.” (pg. 73)

Isaiah 55, (1). Psalms 104, (15).



Judges 9, (13). Proverbs 9, (2).

7. Scriptural passages which call wine the emblenhefilood of the atonement. (pg. 74).
Matthew 26, (26-28). 1 Corinthians 10, (16).
Mark 14, (22-24).

8. Christ drinking. (pages 80-82).

Matthew 11 (18-19): Matthew 21, (33); 24, (38); &44).
a. The Lord’s Supper. (pages 82-88).

Matthew 26, (26-27).
b. Wedding wine at Cana. (pages 89-96).

John 2, (1-11); Acts 24, (25);

Acts 2, (13); Romans 13, (13);

1 Thessalonians 5, (7);

9. Scriptural passages which refer to wine as a stmgblock, (pages 96-99).

Romans 14, (13); Matthew 18, (7);

1 Corinthians 8, (9); Luke 7, (1)

10. Scriptural passages on Expediency- (pages- 99-125)-

Romans 14 (14-21). Titus 1 (6).

1 Corinthians 6 (9-11) (12). 1 Peter 4 (4).

1 Corinthians 11 (20-34). Philippians 4 (5).
Galatians. 5 (19-24). Colossians 2 (16).
Ephesians 5 (18). 1 Thessalonians. 5 (7).

Timothy 3 (2-3) and (8), also (11)
| Corinthians. 8 (4-13); 10 (33); 9 (19-23).

Vv

The author concludes on page 124 with this — “Tseilts recorded in these pages have cost
me years of patient and laborious investigationg.oMin convictions have steadily deepened and
become firmer. . . . “Wine is a mocker.” This i®&s word.” On page 132 he adds — “There
were, therefore, two kinds of wine in ancient Udge one was sweet, pleasant, refreshing,
unfermented; the other was exciting, inflamingpxatating. Each was called wine.”. . .



BIBLE WINES
or
LAWS OF FERMENTATION AND WINES OF THE ANCIENTS,
by: William Patton, D.D.
Each age of the Church has, as it were, turnedawew leaf in the Bible, and found a

response to its own wants. We have a leaf to tura leaf not the less new because it is so
simple.” DEAN STANLEY.

National Temperance Society and Publishing House
New York, New York

1871



CONTENTS.

Introduction

History

The Question

Fermentation, Laws of

Warm Climate and Sweet Fruits

Palestine a Hot Climate

Sweet is the Natural Taste

Fruits Preserved

Fermentation Prevented — Authorities

Methods used by the Ancients — Boiling or InspigsgtFiltration, Subsidence, Fumigation

Ancients called these Wine

Wines mixed with Water

The Scriptures — Generic Words

Other Hebrew Words

Greek, Latin, and English Generic Words

Classification of Texts—Bad Wine, Good Wine

New Wine and Old Bottles .....

Christ Eating and Drinking.....

The Lord’s Supper .... ..

Texts in Mark and Luke examined .....

Wedding Wine at Cana

Pentecost Scene, Acts 2:13

Stumbling-blocks, Romans 14:13

Expediency

Temperance

Lord’s Supper at Corinth

Various Texts examined

Charge to Timothy, “Not Given to Wine.”

Paul’'s Permission to Timothy to use “A Little Wine”

Charge to Deacons

Fermented Wine not a Creature of God

Various Texts examined

Testimonies — Professor George Bush, Doctor E.,Rotifessor Moses Stuart, Albert Barnes,
and Herrick Johnson



INTRODUCTION.

My design is not originality. It is to collect alsd to arrange the facts and arguments, under
their appropriate heads, as to facilitate the iigaBon and to produce the clearest and firmest
conviction.

The proofs are stated on the authorities to wHiely aire credited, and who are to be held
responsible for their accuracy. Many, howeverhee authorities | have verified by my
personal examination, and to these | have addednew.

The use made of the facts, as well as the reasooomnected with them, is obviously my
own. For the exposition of many passages of Saedtmust be held responsible. My simple aim
is to present this important subject in a manngslam that all readers of the Bible may
understand what are my convictions of its teachomgghe subject of temperance, and
particularly of the wine question.

It can hardly be expected that the views hereimesged will satisfy all. But all will bear me
witness that my reasonings are conducted in caaddryith due respect to those from whom |
am constrained to differ. Their views are carefatigted in their own chosen language, and their
guoted authorities are fairly given. When theievancy is questioned or their inferences shown
to be illogical, no suspicion of motives has bekkmnaed.

Truth gains nothing by asperities; whilst mere dagem recoils upon itself. The
contemptuous treatment of a new interpretatiomefsacred text is no proof that it is not true.
ONLY THE ORIGINAL TEXT IS INSPIRED. No translatiomuch less any mere human
interpretation, is absolute authority. As all wisdbas not died with those who have done their
work on earth and gone to heaven, so there is silplity that clearer light may yet be thrown
upon the inspired page which will give a more $atitory understanding of the Word of God.

Every honest explorer should be hailed as a helper truth will bear searching after, and
when found it will liberally reward the most diligeand patient research. What such desire is to
know the truth. It may awaken controversy. If it@nducted in the spirit of love and with a
teachable disposition, it will harm nobody, butlwgrtainly bless many. Most things are kept
bright by rubbing. The controversy will necessitatmore careful study of the Bible, a more
perfect understanding of the laws of nature as agethe usages of the ancients. The truth will
thus be developed, and it will ultimately triumph.

The Hebrew and Greek words, for the benefit ofgdeeral reader, are written in English.
Where the original is quoted, a translation is gisen.

To facilitate more extended research, and to véhngyquotations made, the authors and the
pages are named.

A free use has been made of the London editionroNDtt’s Lectures on Biblical
Temperanceprinted in 1863. This edition was published undher¢areful revision of Dr. F. R.
Lees, who has added foot-notes and five very véuatd critical appendices. It is also
accompanied with a scholarly introduction by Pre@esTayler Lewis, LL.D., of Union College.
The publication of this volume in this country wdw@iubserve the cause of temperance.

The Temperance Bible Commentdy F. R. Lees and D. Burns, published in Londor681.8
has been of great service to me. | am happy thibkchuto acknowledge my indebtedness to it



for much judicious and critical information. | amgpy to learn that it has recently been
stereotyped in this country, and is for sale byNlagional Temperance Society. A copy ought to
be in the hands of every temperance man.

HISTORY,

My interest in the cause of temperance was awakieydae evidence which crowded upon
me, as a pastor in the city of New York, of thewimtings of intemperance. The use of alcoholic
drinks was then universal. Liquor was sold by tlzsg at most every corner. It stood on every
sideboard, and was urged upon every visitor. It spaead upon every table, and abounded at all
social gatherings. It found a conspicuous placesatly every funeral. It ruled in every workship.
Many merchants kept it in their counting-rooms, affdred it to their customers who came from
the interior to purchase goods. Men in all therledrprofessions, as well as merchants,
mechanics, and laborers, fell by this destroyeesghand other facts so impressed my mind that |
determined to make them the subject of a sermoooiingly, on the Sabbath evening of
September 17, 1820, | preached on the subjectRomans 12:2: “Be not conformed to this
world,” etc. After a statement of the facts whicb\yed the great prevalence of intemperance, |
branded distilled spirits as a poison becauseef #ifects upon the human constitution; | urged
that therefore the selling of them should be stdppp@e sermon stated that, “whilst the drunkard
is a guilty person, the retail seller is more giiithe wholesale dealer still more guilty, and the
distiller who converts the staff of life, the ben&nt gift of God, into the arrows of death, is the
most guilty.” Then followed an appeal to professairseligion engaged in the traffic to abandon
it.

These positions were treated with scorn and dexigigortion of the retail dealers
threatened personal violence if | dared again éakmn this subject.

During the week, a merchant who had found one®tharks in haunts of vice, in a short
paragraph in a daily paper, exhorted merchantsraasier-mechanics to look into Walnut Street,
Corlaer's Hook, if they would know where their derand apprentices spent Saturday nights.
This publication determined me, in company with saitnzen resolute Christian men, to explore
that sink of iniquity. This we did on Saturday nigBeptember 23, 1820. We walked that short
street for two hours from ten to twelve o’clock. Gur return to my study, we compared notes,
and became satisfied of the following facts. On side of Walnut Street, there were thirty
houses, and each one was a drinking-place wittpan bar. There were eleven ball-rooms, in
which the music and dancing were constant. We ealoh one side two hundred and ten
females, and at the same time on the other sidhyesgven, in all, two hundred and ninety-
seven.

LAWS OF FERMENTATION

Their ages varied from fourteen to forty. The mandutnumbered the women, being a
mixture of sailors and landsmen, and of diverseonat Many of them, both men and women,
were fearfully drunk, and all were more or lessenttie influence of liquor. We were deeply
pained at the sight of so many young men, evidaéigks or apprentices. The scenes of that



night made a permanent impression on my mind. Thejirmed my purpose to do all in my
power to save my fellow-men from the terrific irdluces of intoxicating drinks. | began
promptly, and incorporated in a sermon the abodeadher alarming statistics of that
exploration, which | preached on the evening ofifaéiin, September 24, 1820, notice having
been given of the subject. The text was Isaiah:5&8dy aloud, and spare not; lift up thy voice
like a trumpet,” etc. My first topic was the dutiyroinisters fearlessly to cry out against
prevailing evils. The second topic was the sinthefday, particularly Sabbath desecration and
drunkenness, with their accessories. After a stamef facts and other arguments, my appeal
was made to the Scriptures, which are decided atgpoken against intemperance. The house
was crowded with very attentive listeners. No dis&umce took place. A fearless, honest
expression of sentiments, if made in the spiribgé and without exasperating denunciations,
will so far propitiate an audience as to inducerthe hear the argument or appeal.

| soon found that the concession so generally made) by ministers, that the Bible
sanctions the use of intoxicating drinks, was tlsthimmpregnable citadel into which all
drinkers, all apologists for drinking, and all vensl of the article, fled. This compelled me, thus
early, to study the Bible patiently and carefultyknow for myself its exact teachings. | collated
every passage, and found that they would rangerdhoee heads: 1. Where wine was mentioned
with nothing to denote its character; 2. Where @ \w&poken of as the cause of misery, and as the
emblem of punishment and of eternal wrath; 3. Witesas mentioned as a blessing, with corn
and bread and oil — as the emblem of spiritual lerand of eternal happiness. These results
deeply impressed me, and forced upon me the quebtigst there nohave been two kinds of
wine?So novel to my mind was this thought, and findilmgconfirmation of it in the
commentaries to which | had access, | did notdé&berty to give much publicity to it — | held
it therefore in abeyance, hoping for more light.rielthan thirty-five years since, when revising
the study of Hebrew with Professor Seixas, an emtiRebrew teacher, | submitted to him the
collation of texts which | had made, with the resjuidat he would give me his deliberate
opinion. He took the manuscript, and, a few dayerafeturned it with the statement, “Your
discriminations are just; they denote that theresvio kinds of wine, and the Hebrew
Scriptures justify this view.” Thus fortified, | Bgated no longer, but, by sermons and addresses,
made known my convictions. At that time, | knew tiwit any other person held this view. There
may have been others more competent to state dmaddhem. | would have sat at their feet
with great joy and learned of them. Such was nopmylege. From that day to this, though
strong men and true have combatted them, | haverweavered in my convictions.

The publication some years laterBdcchus and AntiBacchggeatly cheered and
strengthened me. So also did the lectures of tive Resident Nott, with the confirmatory letter
of Professor Moses Stuart. From these and othétsAldearned much, as they made me
acquaints with authorities and proofs which | hatpreviously known.

THE QUESTION.

True philosophy is based upon well-ascertainedfas these never change, so the
philosophy based upon them must be permanent.aitedf nature are facts always and
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everywhere the same. Not only are gravitation aragheration the same in all parts of the world,
but also in all ages. All the laws of nature arelaarly the expressions of the divine mind as are
the inspired writings. God’s book of nature, with wonderful laws, and God’s book of
revelation, with its teachings, must be harmoniebsen they treat of the same things.

The devout Christian has nothing to fear from tiseaveries of true science. Though for a
time they may seem to conflict with the teachinfghe Bible, still, when more perfectly
understood, it will be found that science, in Eldepartments, is the true and faithful handmaid
of revealed religion.

All the laws which God has established, whethettamion the rocks or in the processes of
nature, are in exact harmony with the inspired mésoT his will be made apparent when the
interpretation of the Bible, and the facts of scesrand the operation of the laws of nature, are
more thoroughly understood.

The advocates of only fermented or intoxicatingesithus state their positions: “When the
word is the same, the thing is the same,; if, tloeegfwine meanmtoxicatingwine when applied
to the case of Noah and Lot, it must have meansdnee when used by David in the Psalms, and
so of its correspondent in the Gospel narrativihefchanging of water into wine.” “As Noah
and others got drunk wityayin (wine), yayinmustin every text mean a fermented liquor.” “The
word wine is undeniably applied in the Bible torank that intoxicated men: therefore the word
alwaysandnecessarilymeans intoxicating liquor.” “The juice of the gewhen called wine was
always fermented, and, being fermented, was alimg=icating.” “Fermentation is of the
essence of wine.” “This word (yayin) denotes intating wine in some places of Scripture; it
denotes the same in all places of Scripture.” “€hgtbut one kind of wine — for wine is defined
in the dictionaries as tifermenteduice of the grape only.” These statements arar dad
explicit. But it seems to me that, by a very sumneard strange logic, they beg the whole
guestion, and shut out all discussion. | am nqiaed to surrender the arguments to such
sweeping declarations. At present | quote a fewtanstatements.

Dr. Ure, in hisDictionary of Arts,says, “Juice when newly expressed, and beforesit ha
begun to ferment, is called must, and in commoguatenew wine. “-BibleCommentary37.
Littleton, in hisLatin Dictionary(1678), “Mustum vinum cadis recens inclusam. GéasJloinos
neos. Must, new wine, close shut up and not pezchttt work.”Bible Commentary36.

Chambers’s Cyclopaediajx edition (1750)Sweetwineis that which has not yet
fermented. “—Bible Commentary37.

Rees’ CyclopaedigSweet wine is that which has not yet worked or farted.”

Dr. Noah Webster: “Wine, the fermented juice ofpga”Must, “Wine,pressed from the
grape, but not fermented.”

Worcester gives the same definitions as Websteh Bese later authorities substantially
follow Johnson, Walker, and Bailey.

Professor Charles Anthon, LL.D., in tisctionary of Greek and Roman Antiquities, article
Vinum says, “The sweet unfermented juice of the grage termedjleukos’

One more authority: it is Dr. William SmithBictionary of the Biblethe most recent one,
published and edited in this country by Rev. SariideBarnum, of New Haven, Connecticut .
Article Wine page 1189, says, “A certain amount of juice edudem the ripe fruit from its own
pressure before the treading commenced. This appeaave been kept separate from the rest of
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the juice, and to have formed thweet wineGreek gleukosAV new winehnoticed in Acts
2:13.” Again he says, “The wine was sometimes pyveskin its unfermented state and drunk as
must.” Again, “Very likely, new wine was preservedhe state of must by placing it in jars or
bottles, and then burying it in the earth.”

These authorities | now use as a sufficient ofis¢he unqualified statements already quoted.
They prove that there are two sides to this questidere there among the ancients two kinds of
wine, the fermented and the unfermented?

FERMENTATION.

The laws of fermentation are fixed facts, operatilvgays in the same way, and requiring
always and everywhere the same conditions.

Donovan, in his work oDomestic Economy (in Lardner’s Cyclopaedsgys:

“1. There must be saccharine (sugar) matter anemlyeast).

“2. The temperature should not be below Eor above 70or 75 F.

“3. The juice must be of a certain consistedAdecksyrup will not undergo vinous
fermentationAn excess of sugar is unfavorable to this procasd; on the other hand, too little
sugar, or, which is the same thing, too much watgkpe deficient in the necessary quantity of
saccharine matter to produce a liquor that willkeend for want of more spirit and vinous
fermentation will almost instantly be followed tyetacetous.

“4. The quantity of gluten or ferment must alsonsdl regulated. Too much or too little will
impede and prevent fermentation. “Anti-Bacchusp. 162. Dr. Ure, the eminent chemist, fully
confirms this statement of Professor Donovamrti-Bacchusp. 225.

The indispensable conditions for vinous fermentatice the exact proportions of sugar, of
gluten or yeast, and of water, with the temperatdithe air ranging between 5and 75F.

Particularly notice that a “thick syrup will not d@rgo vinous fermentation, and that an
excess of sugar is unfavorable to this processt’itBull undergo the acetous, and become sour.
This our wives understand. For, when their sweetsnieament, they do not produce alcohol, but
become acid, sour. This is not a secondary, buidteand only fermentation — by the
inevitable law that where there is a superabundahsaccharine matter and more thaf @6
heat, then the vinous fermentation does not takeeplbut the acetous will certainly and
immediately commence. It may be well to notice juste a few items in relation to the
production of alcohol.

Count Chaptal, the eminent French chemist, sayatuild never forms spirituous liquors; she
rots the grape upon the branch; bus art which converts the juice into (alcoholic) wine."—
Bible Commentaryp. 370.

Professor Turner, in hiShemistrysays of alcohol, “It does not exigady formed in plants,
but is a product of the vinous fermentation. Bible Commentaryp. 370.

Adam Fabroni, an Italian writer, born 1732, sayatdpe-juice does not ferment in the grape
itself.” — Bible Commentary. 39.

Dr. Pereira(Elements of Materia Medica, 1221), speaking of the manufacture of wine,
says: “Grape juice does not ferment in the gragedfitThis owing not (solely) as Fabroni
supposed, to the gluten being contained in distiall$ to those in which the saccharine juice is
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lodged, but to the exclusion of atmospheric oxyglea,contact of which, Gay Lussac has shown,
is (first) necessary to effect some change in theeg, whereby it is enabled to set up the process
of fermentation. The expressed juice of the grapked musthustun), readily undergoes
vinous fermentation when subjected to the temperaitibetween 60and 70 F. It becomes
thick, muddy, and warm, and evolves carbonic aegl’'gNott, London Ed., F. R. Lees,
Appendix B, p. 197.

Professor Liebig, the eminent chemist, remarkss“ttontrary to all sober rules of research to
regard the vital process of an animal or a plathasauseof fermentation. The opinion that
they take any share in theorbid process must be rejected as an hypothesis desiftate
support. In all fungi, analysis has detected tles@nce of sugar, which during their vital process
is NOT resolved into alcohol and carbonic acid; btter theirdeath,from the moment a change
in their color and consistency is perceived, tmus fermentation sets in. It is the very reverse
of the vital process to which this effect must berdbed” Fermentation, putrefaction, and decay
are processes of decomposition-"Bible Commentary9.

WARM CLIMATE AND SWEET FRUITS.

We all know that a cold season gives us sour seavds, peaches, etc., and that a hot season
produces sweeter and higher-flavored fruits. Tlgasgane will not yield rich, sweet juice in a
cold climate, but matures it abundantly in hot does. Heat is an essential element in the
production of large quantities of sugar. In clingatinen, where the temperature at the vintage is
above 78, and the saccharine matter preponderates, thevieomentation, if the juice is in its
natural condition, cannot proceed, but the acetoust directly commence. It is a well-
established fact that “the grapes of Palestinea Mshor, and Egypt are exceedingly sweet.” —
A.-B.p.203.

Mandelslo, who lived A.D. 1640, speaking of palmm&jisays, “To get out the juice, they go
up to the top of the tree, where they make animcis the bark, and fasten under it an earthen
pot, which they leave there all night, in which éim s filled with a certairsweet liquowery
pleasant to the taste. They get out some alseiddly-time, but that (owing to the great heat)
corrupts immediatelyif is good only for vinegar, which is all the ubey make of it*-Kitto, vol
1. p. 585. Here, true to the law which God hasdijxhis juice, so largely saccharine in this hot
climate, immediately turns sour.

A Muslim traveller, A.D. 850, states that “palm winf drunk fresh, is sweet like honéyt
if kept it turns to vinegar.”—Kitto, vol. 1. p. 585.

Adam Fabroni, already quoted, treating of Jewistbaadry, informs us that the palm-tree,
which particularly abounded in the vicinity of J#10 and Engedi, also served to make a very
sweet winewhich is made all over the East, being called paime by the Latins, ansyrain
India, from the Persiashir, which means luscious liquor or drink.”Kitto, vol. 1 p. 588.

Similar statements are made by Captain Cook, DawsBir G. T. Temple, and others as
quoted by Kitto.

The Rev. Dr. Mullen, Foreign Secretary of the Lomddissionary Society, and long a
missionary in Persia, stated at the meeting oAtlBeC.F.M. at Brooklyn, Oct., 1870, that the
nations draw from the palm-tree the juice, whiokytboil, and of which they also make sugar.
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The Hon. I.S. Diehl, a traveller in Persia and otBastern lands, at a meeting of ministers in
New Haven, Connecticut, stated that the inhabitaretde good use of the juice of the palm-tree,
which they collect as above-named, which they taogreserve it; of it they make sugar, and that
foreigners have taught them to make an intoxicadmgk.

Rev. Norman Macleod, D.D., one of the chaplainsSootland for the Queen, in his “Peeps
at the Far East,” p. 27, says: “But palm toddyngei genuine product of nature, and the very
blood of the tree, would be tolerated even by theerest teetotaller, however unpalatable it
might be to him. A jar is fixed near the top of thee, just under the great tuft of leaves, and, a
tube having been inserted through the bark, tloe jis drained off into the jar. This beverage is
largely drunk by the people.”

PALESTINE A HOT CLIMATE.

The blessing which the patriarch Jacob pronounpet Judah contains this remarkable
prediction, Genesis 49:11 “Binding his foal unte thne, and his ass’s colt unto the choice vine;
he washed his garments in wine, and his clothéseimlood of grapes.” Thus the future territory
of Judah’s descendants was to be so prolific ohstvines that domestic animals could
everywhere be hitched to them. The vines were teolfeuitful that the garments of the
inhabitants could be washed in their juices. Gpad&nise to the Hebrews, Deuteronomy 8:7, 8,
was, “For the Lord thy God bringeth thee into adytand, a land of brooks of water, of fountains
and depths that spring out of valleys and hillsral of wheat, and barley, and vines, and fig-
trees, and pomegranates; a land of oil olive, ameih.” We also read that Rabshakeh said to the
Jews, 2 Kings 18:32, “I come and take you awayland like your own land, a land of corn and
wine, a land of bread and vineyards, a land obloie and of honey.” These texts settle the fact
that Palestine abounded in sweet fruits — thaHélerews cultivated the grape and made wine.

Dr. Jahn, professor of oriental languages in thevéisity of Vienna, in hi8iblical
Archaeologyfirst published in this country from the Latin atgment of 1814, says: “The
Hebrews were diligent in the cultivation of vinegay and the soil of Palestine yielded in great
guantities the best of wine. The mountains of Engegarticular, the valley of the salt-pits, and
the valleys of Eshcol and Sorek were celebratethigir grapes.” “in Palestine, even at the
present day, the clusters of the vine grow to te@gkt of twelve pounds; they have large grapes,
and cannot be carried far by one man without beijpged. (Numbers 13:24, 25.) The grapes are
mostly red or black; whence originated the phrddedd of the grapes.” (Genesis 29:11;
Deuteronomy 32:14; Isaiah 27:2.) In Numbers 13m3read of “one cluster of grapes from
Eshcol” borne by two men upon a staff. “Clustersghiang from twenty to forty pounds are still
seen in various parts of Syria.” “Nau affirms, p84that he saw in the neighborhood of Hebron
grapes as large as one’s thumb.” “Dandini, althcaigftalian, was astonished at the large size to
which grapes attained in Lebanon, being, he saygp as large as prunes.”Mariti (3, p.134)
affirms that in different parts of Syria he hadrsgeapes of such extraordinary size that a bunch
of them would be a sufficient burden for one m&hléitchutz states he could say with truth that
in the mountains of Israel he saw and had eaten nanches of grapes that were half an ell [an
ell is an old measurement of 3' 9"] long, and tregpgs two joints of a finger in length.” “A
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bunch of Syrian grapes produced at Welbeck, Englserat from the Duke of Portland to the
Marquis of Rockingham weighed nineteen poundgliédmeter nineteen inches and a half, its
circumference four feet and a half, its length hetaventy-three inches. It was borne to the
Marquit on a staff by two laborers.”Bible Commentaryp. 46, note.

Thomas Hartwell Horne, in hiatroduction to theStudy of the Biblejol 3 p. 28, says of
Palestine, “The summers are dry and extremely htg.qjuotes Dr. E. D. Clarke that his
thermometer, sheltered from the sun, “remained®@t Eahrenheit.” He states “that from the
beginning of June to the beginning of August, thatlof the weather increases, and the nights
are so warm that the inhabitants sleep on theisédops in the open air; that the hot season is
from the beginning of August to the beginning ot@ber; and that during the chief part of this
season the heat is intense, though less so atlEruthan in the plain of Jericho: there is no
cold, not even in the night, so that travellersspabole nights in the open air without
inconvenience. These statements are fully confirmeRev. J. W. Nevin. = Bible Antiquities,
and other authorities.

In the summer of 1867, Captain Wilson, of the Estgkxploring expedition in Palestine,
states “that the thermometer after sunset stoad@tFahrenheit in July at Ain, the ancient
Engedi. “Captain Warren, of the same expeditiorgswompelled by the ill-health of his party
during the summer heat at Jerusalem to retre&ethdbanon range. “-Advance February 3,
1870.

Chemical science prohibits the vinous fermentaititine heat exceeds 75and ensures the
acetous if above 75Also, that very sweet juices, having an excessugar, are unfavorable to
vinous fermentation, but are favorable to the acetdhe valleys of Eshcol and Sorek were
famous for their luscious grapes; but the tempeeatiere in the vintage months was 100

SWEET IS THE NATURAL TASTE.

Sweet is grateful to the new-born infant. It isédvby the youth, by the middle-aged, and by
the aged. This taste never dies. In strict keepiitig this, we find that the articles, in their grea
variety, which constitute the healthful diet of mare palatable by reason of their sweetness.
Even of the flesh of fish and birds and animalssas “How sweet!”

Whilst this taste is universal, it is intensifiedhot climates. It is a well-authenticated fact
that the love of sweet drinks is a passion amongntals. For alcohol, in all its combinations,
the taste is unnatural and wholly acquired. Tondeiral instinct it is universally repugnant.

| do therefore most earnestly protest that it ithee fair, nor honest, nor philosophical, to
make the acquired vitiated taste of this alcohadje, and in cold climates, the standard by which
to test the taste of the ancients who lived indmaintries; and, because we love and use alcoholic
drinks, therefore conclude that the ancients migstl@ave loved and used them, and only them.

FRUITS PRESERVED.
As grapes and other fruits were so important agfatie food of the ancients, they would, by

necessity, invent methods for preserving them fréskephus, in hidewish Warsh. 7 c. 8 s. 4,
makes mention of a fortress in Palestine calledadasbuilt by Herod. “For here was laid up
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corn in large quantities, and such as would subsest for a long time: here was also wine and
oil in abundance, with all kinds of pulse and ddteaped up together. These fruits were also
fresh and full ripe, and no way inferior to suchits newly laid in, although they were little short
of a hundred years from the laying in of these [zions.”

In a foot-note William Whiston, the translator, sayPliny and others confirm this strange
paradox, that provisions thus laid up against Sie&g# continue good an hundred years, as
Spanheim notes upon this place.”

Swinburn says “that in Spain they also have thess@t preserving grapes sound and juicy
from one season to another.Bible Commentaryp. 278.

Mr. E. C. Delavan states that when he was in Flmeghaly, Signor Pippini, one of the
largest wine manufacturers, told him “that he Hahtin his lofts, for the use of his table, until
the next vintage, a quantity of grapes sufficientnake one hundred gallons of wine; that grapes
could always be had, at any time of the year, teenaay desirable quantity; and that there was
nothing in the way of obtaining the fruit of theneifree from fermentation in wine countries at
any period. A large basket of grapes was sent ttodgings, which were as delicious, and
looked as fresh, as if recently taken from the sjrteough they had been picked for months.” —
Bible Commentaryp. 278. Rev. Dr. H. Duff, in hi$ravels through the South of Europegst
fully confirms this view. — Nott, London Ed. P. 5Tote.

FERMENTATION PREVENTED.

Professor Donovan, in his work @omesticEconomymentions three methods by which all
fermentation could be prevented:

“1. Grape-juice will not ferment when the air isygpletely excluded.

“2. By boiling down the juice, or, in other wordsjaporating the water, the substance
becomes a syrup, which if very thick will not ferme

“3. If the juice be filtered and deprived of itsutgn, or ferment, the production of alcohol
will be impossible.>— Anti-Bacchusp. 162.

Dr. Ure, the eminent chemist, says that fermemanay be tempered or stopped:

1. By those means which render the yeast inopergtiarticularly by the oils that contain
sulphur, as oil of mustard, as also by the sulpimiand sulphuric acids.

“2. By the separation of the yeast, either by therfor subsidence.

“3. By lowering the temperature to 43f the fermenting mass becomes clear at this
temperature and be drawn off from the subsidedtygasill not ferment again, though it should
be heated to the proper pitch.” AntiBacchusp. 225.

Baron Liebig, in hid_etters on Chemistrgays: “If a flask be filled witlgrape-juiceand
made air-tight, and then kept for a few hours iitilhg water, THE WINE does not now
ferment.”— Bible Commentary, 37. Here we have tWwthe preventives, viz., the exclusion of
the air, and the raising of the temperature tdthieng point.
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The unalterable laws of nature, which are the lainGod, teach these stern facts:

1. That very sweet juices and thick syrups will notlergo the vinous fermentation.

2. That the direct and inevitable fermentationhaf $weet juices, in hot climates with the
temperature above 75will be the acetous.

3. That to secure the vinous fermentation the teatpee must be between%énd 75, and
that the exact proportions of sugar and glutenveaigr must be secured.

4. That all fermentation may be prevented by exalgithe air, by boiling, by filtration, by
subsidence, and by the use of sulphur.

DID THE ANCIENTS USE METHODS TO PRESERVE THE JUICISSVEET?

Augustine Calmet, the learned author of Ehetionary of the Bibleporn 1672, says: “The
ancients possessed the secret of preserving wivesst shroughout the whole year.” If they were
alcoholic, they would preserve themselves. The lpaty was preserving them sweet.

Chemistry tells us that the juice loses its swestvehen, by fermentation, the sugar is converted
into alcohol. Preserving them sweet throughoutthele year meant preserving them
unfermented.

Chemical science instructs us that by reason ofteat sweetness of the juice and the heat
of the climate at the vintage, the vinous fermeataivould be precluded, and that, unless by
some method prevented, the acetous would certanuyspeedily commence. Four modes were
known and practised by the ancients which modeemital science confirms.

BOILING, OR INSPISSATING.

By this process the water is evaporated, thusigaso large a portion of sugar as to prevent
fermentation.

Herman Boerhave, born 1668, in Eements o€Chemistrysays, “By boiling, the juice of
the richest grapes loses all its aptitude for fertagon, and may afterwards be preserved for
years without undergoing any further change Nett, London Edition, p. 81.

Says Liebig, “The property of organic substancgsass into a state of decay is annihilated in
all cases by heating to the boiling point.” Thepgrguice boils at 212 but alcohol evaporates at
170, which is 42 below the boiling point. So then, if any possiptetion of alcohol was in the
juice, this process would expel it. The obviouseabpf boiling the juice was to preserve it sweet
and fit for use during the year.

Parkinson, in hi§heatrum Botanicunsays: “The juice or liquor pressed out of the ripe
grapes is called vinum (wine). Of it is made bsdipa and defrutum, iBnglish cute, that is to
say, BOILED WINE, the latter boiled down to thefh#he former to the third part.” -Bible
Commentary36. This testimony was written about A.D. 164éhtaries before there was any
temperance agitation.

Archbishop Potter, born A.D. 1674, in I@secian AntiquitiesEdinburgh edition, 1813,
says, vol. 2. p. 360. “The Lacedaemonians usea@itdteir wines upon the fire till the fifth part
was consumed; then after four years were expirgdrbto drink them.” He refers to Demaocritus,
a celebrated philosopher, who travelled over tleatgr part of Europe, Asia, and Africa, and
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who died 361 B.C., also to Palladius, a Greek gsj as making a similar statement. These

ancient authorities called the boiled juice of ghape wine, and the learned archbishop brings
forward their testimony without the slightest inéition that the boiled juice was not wine in the
judgment of the ancients.

Aristotle, born 384 B.C., says, “The wine of Arcadvas so thick that it was necessary to
scrape it from the skin bottles in which it was @omed, and to dissolve the scrapings in water.”
— Bible Commentaryp. 295, andNott, London Edition, p. 80.

Columella and other writers who were contemporaiti the apostles inform us that “in Italy
and Greece it was common to boil their wines.”— IRott.

Some of the celebrated Opimian wine mentioned myPlad, in his day, two centuries after
its production, the consistence of honey. ProfeBamovan says, “In order to preserve their
wines to these ages, the Romans concentrated thieomgrape-juice, of which they were made,
by evaporation, either spontaneous in the air er afire, and so much so as to render them
thick and syrupy.” —Bible Commentaryp. 295.

Horace, born 65 B.C., says “there is no wine swdetdrink than Lesbian; that it was like
nectar, and more resembled ambrosia than wineitthas perfectly harmless, and would not
produce intoxication.— AntiBacchusp. 220.

Virgil, born 70 B.C., in hisGeorgic,lib. 1 line 295, says:

“Aut dulcis musti Vulcano decoquit humorem, Et ilindam tepidi despumat
aheni.”

Thus rendered by Dr. Joseph Trapp, of Oxford Uisagr

“Or of sweet must boils down the luscious juice
And skims with leaves the trembling caldron’s flgod

More literally translated thus by Alexander: “Ortlwthe fire boils away the moisture of the
sweet wine, and with leaves scums the surge dkttid caldron.”

“The Mishna states that the Jews were in the ledhising boiled wine. “—Kitto, vol. 2. p.
477.

W. G. Brown, who travelled extensively in Africagypt, and Syria from A.D. 1792 to 1798,
states that “the wines of Syria are most of theepared by boiling immediately after they are
expressed from the grape, till they are considgnaaluced in quantity, when they were put into
jars or large bottles and preserved for use. Hs,ddthere is reason to believe that this mode of
boiling was a general practice among the ancients.”

Volney, 1788, in higravels in Syriayol. 2 chap. 29, says: “The wines are of threessdtine
red, the white, and the yellow. The white, which #re most rare, are so bitter as to be
disagreeable; the two others, on the contrarytareweet and sugary. This arises from their
beingboiled,which makes them resemble the baked wines of Poev@ihe general custom of
the country is to reduce the must to two-thirdgofuantity.” “The most esteemed is produced
from the hillside of Zouk — it is too sugary.” “Suare the wines of Lebanon, so boasted by
Grecian and Roman epicures.” “It is probable thatihhabitants of Lebanon have made no
change in their ancient method of making wines.Baechusp. 374, note.

Dr. Bowring, in his report on the commerce of Sypeaises, as of excellent quality, a wine
of Lebanon consumed in some of the convents of h@faknown by the name of vino d’or —

_17_



golden wine. (Is this the yellow wine which Volnggys is too sweet and sugary?) But the
Doctor adds “that the habit of boiling wine is alshaniversal.”— Kitto, ii. p.956.

Caspar Neuman, M.D., Professor of Chemistry, Betlith9, says: “It is observable that
when sweet juices are boiled down to a thick ceesce, they not only do not ferment in that
state, but are not easily brought into fermentatien diluted with as much water as they had
lost in the evaporation, or even with the very wndlial water that exhaled from them.” Nett,
London Ed., p. 81.

Adams’Roman Antiquitiedjrst published in Edinburgh, 1791, on the authooit Pliny and
Virgil, says: “In order to make wine keep, theydise boil (deconquere) the must down to one-
half, when it was calledefrutum to one-thirdsapa”

Smith’'sGreek and Roman Antiquitie$A considerable quantity of must from the best and
oldest vines was inspissated by boiling, being thetinguished by the Greeks under the general
nameEpsumaor Gleuxis while the Latin writers have various terms, adaag to the extent to
which the evaporation was carried;@arenum one-third;defrutum one-half; angdapg two-
thirds.” Professor Anthon, in hiSreek and Roman Antiquiti@sakes the same statement.

Cyrus Redding, in hiblistory of Modern Winesays “On Mount Lebanon, at Kesroan, good
wines are made but they are for the most yiad cuit(boiled wines). The wine is preserved in
jars.” — Kitto, ii. p.956.

Dr. A. Russell, in hidNatural History of Aleppogonsiders its wine (Hebon) to have been a
species of sapa. He says: “The inspissated juitieeofrape, sapa vina called here dibbs, is
brought to the city in skins and sold in the pulbfiarkets; it has much the appearance of coarse
honey, is of a sweet taste, and in great use aiti@ngeople of all sorts.” — Kitto, ii. p.956.

Leiber, who visited Crete in 1817, says: “When¥Wametians were masters of the island,
great quantities of wine were produced at Rettime @andia, and it was made by boiling in
large coppers, as | myself observed. Nett.

Mr. Robert Alsop, a minister among the Society oéids, in a letter to Dr. F. R. Lees in
1861, says: “The syrup of grape-juice is an ariéldomestic manufacture in most every house
in the vine districts of the south of France. Isimply the juice of the grape boiled down to the
consistence of treacle.”-Bible Commentaryp. 34.

Rev. Dr. Eli Smith, American missionary in Syriathe Bibliotheca Sacréor November,
1846, describes the methods of making wine in Maabtanon as numerous, but reduces them
to three classes: 1. The simple juice of the grajiermented. 2. The juice of the grape is boiled
down before fermentation. 3. The grapes are pirtialed in the sun before being pressed. With
characteristic candor, he states that he “had litdeyto do with wines all his life, and that his
knowledge on the subject was very vague until hered upon the present investigation for the
purpose of writing the article.” He further as caliylconfesses that the “statements contained in
his article are not full in every point;” that ftas written in a country where it was very difficul
to obtain authentic and exact information.” Of teeyards, he further states that in “an
unbroken space, about two miles long by half a mite, only a few gallons of intoxicating
wine are made. The wine made is an item of no denafion; it is not the most important, but
rather the least so, of all the objects for whiwh ¥ine is cultivated.” He also states that “thg/on
form in which the unfermented juice of the grapprisserved is that of dibbs, which may be
calledgrape-molassesDr. E. Smith here confirms the ancient usagealifg the unfermented
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juice of the grape. The ancients called it wine; pnesent inhabitants call it dibbs; and Dr. E.
Smith calls it grape-molasses. It is the same thimder these various designations. “A rose may
smell as sweet by any other name.”

The Rev. Henry Homes, American missionary to Caristaple, in theBibliotheca Sacrdor
May, 1848, gives the result of his observationwete two years subsequently to Dr. Eli Smith,
and has supplied what was lacking in Dr. E. Smigtiedements which were “not full on every
point.” He did not rely upon information from otlebut personally examined for himself, and
in every case obtained exact and authentic knowlddg says: “Simple grape-juice, without the
addition of any earth to neutralize the acidityhasled from four to five hours, so as to reduce it
ONE-FOURTH the quantity put in. After the boilinfgr preserving it cool, and that it bess
liable to fermentjt is put into earthen instead of wooden vessébsety tied over with skin to
exclude the air. It ordinarily has not a particterdoxicating quality, being used freely by both
Muslims and Christians. Some which | have had ardHar two years has undergone no
change.” “The manner of making and preserving uhigrmented grape-liquor seems to
correspond with the receipts and descriptions daosedrinks included by some of the ancients
under the appellation of wine.”

“The fabricating of an intoxicating liquavas nevethe chiefobject for which the grape was
cultivated among the Jews. Joined with bread,draihd the olive-tree, the three might well be
representatives of the productions most essentifieim, at the same time that they were the
most abundantly provided for the support of lifidé mentions sixteen uses of the grapege-
makingbeing thdeast important:l have asked Christians from Diarbekir, Aintabdaother
places in the interior of Asia Minor, and all conauthe same statement.”

Dr. Eli Smith, as above, testifies that “wine ig ttte most important, balhe leastof all the
objects for which the vine is cultivated.” Thesatstents are fully confirmed by the Rev.
Smylie Robson, a missionary to the Jews of Syrlay wavelled extensively in the mountains in
Lebanon, as may be seen by his letters from Damsasul published in tHeish Presbyterian
Missionary Heraldof April and May, 1845.

The Rev. Dr. Jacobus, commenting on the wine mgdehiist, says: “This wine was not
that fermented liquor which passes now under taaten All who know of the wines then used
will understand rather the unfermented juice ofdhegpe. The present wines of Jerusalem and
Lebanon, as we tasted them, were commonly boilddsaeet, without intoxicating qualities,
such as we here get in liquors called wines. Thinlggrevents the fermentation. Those were
esteemed the best wines which were least strong.”

The ancients had a motive for boiling the unferradntiice. They knew from experience that
the juice, by reason of the heat of the climatetaedsweetness of the grapes would speedily turn
sour. To preserve it sweet, they naturally resoietie simple and easy method of boiling.

The art of distillation was then unknown; it wag dscovered until the ninth century.

FILTRATION.
By filtration, the gluten or yeast is separatedrfrime juice of the grape. Whilst the juice will

pass through the filtering implements, the glutéhmet, and, being thus separated, the
necessary conditions of fermentation are destroyed.
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Donovan, already quoted, states that, “if the jliediltered and deprived of its gluten or
ferment, the production of alcohol is impossibl@®r: Ure says, as previously stated, that
fermentation may be prevented “by the separatidhefeast either by the filter or by
subsidence.”

The ancient writers, when speaking of the remot#t@vim, vi, viresthat is, the potency or
fermentable power of the wine, use the followingst) wordseunuchrumcastratum
effoeminatum— thus expressing the thoroughness of the prdnesdich all fermentation was
destroyed. —A.-B. 224. Plutarch, born A.D. 60, in iBymposiumsays: “Wine is rendered old
or feeble in strength when it is frequently filter& he strength or spirit being thus excluded, the
wine neither inflames the brain nor infests thedrand the passions, and is much more pleasant
to drink. “Bible Commentaryp. 278. In this passage, we are instructed thdiltaewas not a
mere strainer, such as the milkmaid uses, but was @n instrument as forced the elements of
the grape-juice asunder, separating the glutenthargdtaking away the strength, the spirit, which
inflames the head and infests the passions.

Pliny, liber xxiii. cap. 24, says: “Utilissimum (vinum) ambus sacco viribus fractis. The
most useful wine has all its force or strength leroky the filter.— Bible Commentaryp. 168
and 211.

Others hold that the true rendering is: “For a#l sick, the wine is most useful when its
forces have been broken by the strainer.” This do¢selieve the difficulty; for, when tHerces
of the wine, which is thalcohol,have been broken (fractis, from frango, to breaggiates, to
dash to pieces), what then is left but the pureejaiiThe next sentence of Pliny clearly states that
theviresor forces of the wine are produced by fermentatibfeminerimus succum esse qui
fervendo vires e musto sibi fecerit.” "We must bigamind that there is succuswhich, by
fermenting, would make to itselfveiresout of the must.” The succus represents the gloiten
yeast, the detention of which in the filter woufteetually prevent all fermentation. -Nott,

Edition by F. R. Lees, p. 211. The strainer (sacsaparates the gluten; for in no other way can it
break the forces, the fermenting power. Smith,isf3reek and Roman Antiquitiesys: “The

use of the saccus (filter), it was believed, dist@d the strength of the liquor. For this reason it
was employed by the dissipated in order that thighhtibe able to swallow a greater quantity
without becoming intoxicated.” Again: “A great quiy of sweet wines was manufactured by
checking the fermentation.” Prof. C. Anthon makessnailar statement in hiBictionary of

Greek and Roman Antiquites

Again, Pliny:“Inveterari vina saccisque castrari.” “Wines weeadered old and castrated or
deprived of all their vigor by filtering.” —Nott, London Edition

“Ut plus capiamus vini sacco frangimur vires;” tlneg may drink the more wine, we break in
pieces, vires, the strength or spirit, Sacco, kyfilter. He adds that they practised various
incentives to increase their thirst. Bible Commentaryp. 168.

On the words of Horace, “vina lique<Zar. lib. i. ode ii., theDelphin Notesays: “Be careful
to prepare for yourself wine percolated and deé&ztay the filter, and thus rendered sweet and
more in accordance with nature and female tastgdid “The ancients filtered and defecated
their must repeatedly before it could have fermgnéad thus the faeces which nourish the
strength of the wine being taken away, they rerditre wine itself more liquid, weaker, lighter
and sweeter, and more pleasant to drink.Bible Commentaryp. 168, andNott, London
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Edition, p. 79.

Captain Treat, in 1845, wrote: “When on the sowthst of Italy, last Christmas, | enquired
particularly about the wines in common use, anchéothat those esteemed the best were sweet
and unintoxicating. The boiled juice of the grap@&icommon use in Sicily. The Calabrians
keep their intoxicating and unintoxicating wineseparate apartments. The bottles were
generally marked. From enquiries, | found that tmfented wines were esteemed the most. It
was drunk mixed with water. Great pains were takdhe vintage season to have a good stock
of it laid by. The grape-juice was filtered twotbree times, and then bottled, and some put in
casks and buried in the earth — some kept in wWadearevent fermentation).-Br. Lees’
Works,vol 2. p. 144.

Gluten is as indispensable to fermentation, whethmus or acetous, as is sugar. It is a most
insoluble body until it comes in contact with theygen of the atmosphere; but by frequent
filtering of the newly-pressed juice, the gluterseparated from the juice, and thus fermentation
prevented.

SUBSIDENCE.

Chemical science teaches that the gluten may kefectually separated from the juice by
subsidence as to prevent fermentation. The glieing heavier than the juice, will settle to the
bottom by its own weight if the mass can be keptiffermentation for a limited period.
Chemistry tells us that, if the juice is kept aemperature below 45it will not ferment. The
juice being kept cool the gluten will settle to th&ttom, and the juice, thus deprived of the
gluten, cannot ferment. Dr. Ure says: “By lowerthg temperature to 45it will not ferment.

The juice being kept cool, the gluten will settietlhe bottom, and the juice, thus deprived of the
gluten, cannot ferment. Dr. Ure says: “By lowerthg temperature to 45if the fermenting mass
becomes clear at this temperature and be drawmoofifthe subsided yeast, it will not ferment
again, though it should be heated to the propehgit— Bible Commentary. 168.

Pliny, liber xiv. c. 9, when speaking of a wine called Blgges, that is, always sweet, says:
“Id event cara. “That wine is produced by care.”tHen gives the method: “Mergunt eam
protinus in aqua cados donee bruma transeat etietua® fiat algendi.” “They plunge the casks,
immediately after they are filled from the vat,amater, until winter has passed away and the
wine has acquired the habit of being cold.” — Kiito955; A.-B. 217;Smith’s Antiquities.

Being kept below 45 the gluten settled to the bottom, and thus fetatem was prevented.

Columella gives the receipt: “Vinum dulce sic faxeportet.” “Gather the grapes and expose
them for three days to the sun; on the fourth, idtaay, tread them; take the mustum lixivium;
that is, the juice which flows into the lake befgmi use the press, and, when it betled,add
one ounce of powdered iristrain the wine from its faeces, and pour it into a vesBeis wine
will be sweet, firm or durable, and healthy to Huely.— Nott,London Edition 213A.-B. 216.

We notice in this receipt: 1, the lixivium, whidhetlexicon (Leverett) definésust, which
flows spontaneouslyom grapes before they are presse?] this is allowed tsettle the gluten
thus subsiding; 3, pounded iris is put into theguiand then it is strained or filtered. Here are
three combined operations to prevent fermentation.

The same author, liber xii, cap. 29 (dé=ttandA.-B.216), mentions a receipt: “That your
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must may always be as sweet as when it is new pitaceed: Before you apply the press to the
fruit, take the newest must from the lake, put mteew amphorabung it up, and cover it very
carefully with pitch, lest any water should enteen immerse it in a cistern or pond of pure cold
water, and allow no part of the amphora to rembwova the surface. After forty days, take it out,
and it will remain sweet for a year.” Prof. C. Aathgives the same receipt in lgtionary of
Greek and Roman Antiquitied/e here notice: 1, that the newest — the unfetetejuice — is
taken; 2, it is put in aewamphora or jar free from all ferment from formeeus, the air is
perfectly excluded; 4, it is immersed in cold wdtarforty days. Being below 45fermentation
could not commence. Thus there was ample timehfogluten to settle at the bottom, thus
leaving the juice pure and sweet.

Columella, liber xii. cap. 51, gives a receipt fioakingoleum gleucinum‘To about ninety
pints of the best must in a barrel, eighty pourfdsilaare to be added, and a small bag of spices
sunk to the place where the oil and wine meetpth® be poured off on the ninth day. The
spices in the bag are to be pounded and replatedy tip the cast with another eighty pounds of
oil; this oil to be drawn off after seven days.” Bible Commentaryp. 297. Here notice: 1, The
best must — the unfermented juice — is taken; 25, Mahen in the cask, is covered with oll,
which excludes the air from the juice; 3, A bagpices is placed in contact with the juice; 4,
After nine days, in which the gluten would setthes oil is poured off: 5, The spices are pounded
and replaced, oil again is poured in, to remairesadays, and then drawn off, leaving the juice
pure and unfermented.

The ancients preserved some of their wineddpuratingthem. “The must, or new wine,”
says Mr. T. S. Carr, “was refined with the yolkspafeon egggRoman Antiquities)yhich
occasioned the subsidence of the albumen or ferrBehbn the new wine being allowed to
stand, this principle would subside by natural gyahence the ancients poured off the upper
and luscious portion of the wine into another viesspeating the process as often as necessary,
until they procured a clear, sweet wine which wdwgdp.”— Kitto, ii. 955.

Harmer, on the authority of Charden, observes‘thahe East they frequently pour wine
from vessel to vessel; for when they begin oney #re obliged immediately to empty it into
smaller vessels or into bottles, or it would grawis” Chemistry teaches that sweet juices in hot
climates, if left to themselves, immediately pags ithe acetous fermentation and become sour.
To avoid this, the above process was adopted.

FUMIGATION.

Dr. Ure states that fermentation may be stoppetthdyapplication or admixture of substances
containing sulphur; that the operation consist$lyar absorbing oxygen, whereby the
elimination of the yeasty particles is preventedass in hiRoman Antiquitiespn the authority
of Pliny and others, says “that the Roman fumig#ted wines with the fumes of sulphur; that
they also mixed with the mustum, newly pressedejuyolks of eggs, and other articles
containing sulphur. When thaefaecabantuffrom defaeco, ‘to cleanse from the dregs, tarstra
through a strainer, refine, purify, defecate’) @asypoured (diffusum) into smaller vessels or casks
covered over with pitch, and bunged or stopped up.”

Miller's Gardener’s Dictionaryarticle Wine, says “The way to presen@&w winejn the
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state ofmust,is to put it up in very strong but small caskapfy closed on all sides, by which
means it will be kept from fermenting. But if it@lld happen to fall into fermentation, the only
way to stop it idy the fumes of sulphti— Dr. Lee’s Worksyol. 2.

Here we notice two important facts. The first igttthe exclusion of the air from the fresh
juice will prevent fermentation. The second isttiéhen fermentation has commenced, the
fumes of sulphur will arrest it. How more certairtlyill prevent fermentation if applied to the
new wine.

Cyrus Reading says of sulphur, “Its object is tpam to wine clearness and the principle of
preservation, and to prevent fermentatiea-"Nott,London Edition p. 82.

Mr. T. S. Carr says that the application of thariumto the mellowing of wines was
borrowed from the Asiatics, and that the exhalatumuld go on until the wine was reduced to
the state of a syrup.” — Kitto, ii. 956.

“Such preparations,” says Sir Edward Barry, “arelenay the modern Turks, which they
frequently carry with them on long journeys, andastonally take as a strengthening and
reviving cordial.” —Kitto, ii. 956.

“In the London Encyclopaedigtum’ is termed an unfermented wine; to prevefftamn
fermenting, the casks are matched, or have briradtamt in them. —Nott, London Edition p.
82.

Count Dandalo, on thart of Preserving the Winex Italy, first published at Milan, 1812,
says, “The last process in wine-making is sulplatian: its object is to secure the most long-
continued preservation of all wines, even of the/wemmonest sort.” —Nott

A familiar illustration and confirmation may be hxdm the expressed juice of the apple. If
the fresh unfermented apple-juice is not cider,tidéd? Every boy, straw in hand, knows that it
is cider — so does every farmer and housewife.rAffteas fermented, it is also called cider. It is
a generic word, applicable to the juice of the applall its stages, just gayinin the Hebrew,
oinosin the Greekyinumin the Latin, andvinein the English are generic words, and denote the
juice of the grape in all conditions. When the bhis filled with the fresh unfermented juice of
the apple, add sulphur, or mustard-seed, makeatrellair-tight, and keep it where it is cold,
and fermentation will not take place. When thegtubas subsided and, by its specific gravity,
has settled in the bottom, the pure unfermentex jomay be bottled and kept sweet. This, men
call cider; they have no other name for it.

In all these four methods, but one object is sought is to preserve the juice sweet.

DID THE ANCIENTS USE AND CALL THEM WINE?

In all the extracts we have made in the precedaygsp, the writers call the grape-juice wine,
whether boiled or filtered, or subsided or fumigate may be well again to refer to a few cases.
Pliny says “some Roman wines were as thick as hdoatsp that the “Albanian wine was
very sweet or luscious, and that it took the tinendk among all the wines.” He also tells of a
Spanish wine in his day, called “inerticulum” — thg, would not intoxicate — from “iners,”
inert, without force or spirit, more properly terdngusticus sobriani,” sober wine, which would
not inebriate. —Anti-Bac p. 221.

According to Plautus, B.C. 200, evemustunsignified both wine and sweet wine. Nett,
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London Ed. p. 78.

Nicander says: “And ZAneus, having squeezed the joto hollow cups, called it wine
(oinon),” —Nott, p. 78. “The Greeks as well as the Hebrews c#ledresh juice wine.” —
Nott, London Ed. p 78.

Columella says the Greeks called this unintoxicptume “Amethyston,” from Alpha,
negative, and methusis, intoxicate — that is, aewuhich would not intoxicate. He adds that it
was agood wineharmless, and called “iners,” because it wouldaifgtct the nerves, but at the
same time it was not deficient in flavor. A—B.p. 221.

Aristotle says of sweet winglukus that it would not intoxicate. And that the winke o
Arcadia was so thick that it was necessary to gciiaipom the skin bottles in which it was
contained, and dissolve the scrapings in wateNett, London Ed. p. 80.

Homer(Odysseybook ix.) tells us that Ulysses took in his boagtat-skin of sweet black
wine, a divine drink, which Marion, the priest opdllo, had given him — it was sweet as honey
— it was imperishable, or would keep for ever; then it was drunk, it was diluted with
twenty parts water, and that from it a sweet anthdiodor exhaled.” —Nott, London Ed. p. 55.

Horace, liber i. ode xviii. line 21, thus wrote:

“Hic innocentis pocula Lesbii
Duces sub umbra.”

Professor Christopher Smart, of Pembroke Collegenl@idge, England, more than a
hundred years since, when there was no controatsyt fermented or unfermented wines, thus
translated this passage: “Here shall you quaffeuadshade, cups ahintoxicating winé.

Again, we read in Horace, liber. iii. ode viii. &r®:

“Hic dics, anno redeunte, festus,
Corticem adstrictum pice devomebit
Amphorae fumum bibere institutae
Consule Tullo.

“Sume, Maecenas, cyathos amici
Sospitis centum; et vigiles lucernas
Perfor in lucem: procul omnis esto
Clamor et ira.”

| take again the translation of Professor SmartisTay, sacred in the revolving year, shall
remove the cork fastened with pitch from that j&uwck was set to fumigate in the consulship of
Tullus. Take, my Maecenas, an hundred glasses;anuat of the safety of your friend, and
continue the wakeful lamps even to daylight: ainebr and passion be far away.”

This Horace calls wine — it wdamigated —the amphora was corked and fastened with
pitch, and that an hundred glasses might be drutilout clamor or passion. TH2elphin Notes
to Horace state, “The ancients filtered their wireggeatedly, before they could have fermented.”

Athenaeus says: “The sweet wifggukus),which among the Sicilians is called Pollian, may
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be the same as tl@blinos oinos: “Sweet kinds of winegoinos) donot make the head heavy,”
as Hippocrates says. His words a@lukusis less calculated than other wifgndeos)o make
the head heavy, and it takes less hold of the nithel speaks of the mil@hianand the sweet
Bibline, and Plautus of the toothleEkaniumandCoan all of which are comprehended under
oinos, wine.—Nott, London Ed. p. 80.

Professor M. Stuart, on pages 44 and 45 oL&iter to Dr. Nottpublished 1848, mentions
that some forty years ago Judge Swift told him,théien the Hon. O. Elsworth, the first Chief-
Justice of the U.S. Supreme Court, was on his w&ydnce as ambassador, accompanied by
Judge Swift, of Connecticut, as secretary, theyevgbipwrecked and cast upon the coast of
Spain. On their way to Paris, among the mountair®pain, a wine was strongly urged upon
them which would not intoxicate. Judge Swift finsade the experiment on himself. He found
that it did not produce any tendency of the kin@ Thief-Justice and himself used to drink a
bottle each with their dinner, and a small bottlaight. It was found to be a precious balm to the
ambassador, who had become fearfully exhaustedrtjnced sea sickness.

Judge Swift, continues the Professor, assured atéhb never, before or since, tasted of
anything that would bear comparison with the delyjcand exquisite flavor and refreshing effect
of this wine, when taken with due preparation aflcgg and mixing with water. He expressed
his confident belief that a gallon of it drunk airae, if a man could swallow down so much,
would not affect his head in the least degree.”

Polybius states that “among the Romans the womee alwed to drink a wine which is
called passum, made from raisins, which drink veach resembledegostheman and Cretan
gleukos(sweet wine) and which men use for the purposdlafiag excessive thirst=— Nott,
London Ed. p. 80.

Henderson, in hislistory of Winesp. 44, commenting on the boiled wine of the Roman
women referred to by VirgiiGeorg.i. 293), truly says, “The use of this inspissatedg became
general.” Rev. W. H. Rule, in hBrief Enquiry,confesses that it was tpeotroposor
prodromos oino®f the Greeks.” —Nott, London Ed., Lees’ Appendix, p. 221.

Smith’'sGreek and Roman Antiquitisays: “That which flowed from the clusters, in
consequence of their pressure upon each othehithwhe inhabitants of Mytelene gave the
name ofprotropos’

The prohibition of intoxicating wines to women wa#orced by the severest penalties.
“Plato, Aristotle, Plutarch, and others have natitiee hereditary transmission of intemperate
propensities, and the legislation that imposediadiste upon women had unquestionably in
view the greater vigor of the offspring — the ‘mesasa in corpore sano’ (healthy minds in a
healthy body).” —Bible Commentaryp. 72.

“Modern medical enquiries have made clear the fagthised by some ancient philosophers,
of the powerful influence of maternal regimen oe therine condition and future health of
children.” “That indulgence in the use of strongqlrby expectant mothers would be in injurious
to their offspring was known to the learned andevamong the ancients.” -Bible Commentary,
p. 72

Matthew Henry, in the case of Samson, remarks, “Wwomith child ought conscientiously
to avoid whatever they have reason to think willlbany way prejudicial to the health or good
condition of the fruit of their body. And perhapansson’s mother was to refrain from wine and
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strong drink, not only because he was designed fdazarite, but because he was designed for a
man of strength, which his mother’s temperance d@eoohtribute to.”

That old Romarmprohibitory law, which forbade intoxicating wine whilst it allowélde pure
juice, was founded in common sense and benevolénsdo be regretted that they were not as
wise and merciful towards themselves as they wawards their wives and the health and
strength of their offspring.

“There exists a strong tendency to hereditary desafecertain conditions and peculiarities of
body, and many of these conditions are purelyelsalt of habit.

“Any morbid condition of body, frequently repeaté&comes established by habit. Once
established, it affects the man in various wayd,rmakes him more liable to certain diseases, as
gout, scrofula, insanity, and the like. This liggibr tendency he transmits to his children, psst
surely as he transmits likeness in form or featNi®y, the use of alcohol certainly induces a
morbid condition of the body. A given dose excites animal nature to ungovernable activity,
and paralyzes reason, conscience, and the wilkxlsataller dose does the same thing in a lesser
degree. It is morally certain that the frequenhalpitual overthrow of conscience and will, or the
habitualweakeningf them, soon establishes a morbid condition, withrbid appetites and
tendencies, and that these appetites and tendemeissirely transmitted to offspring.

“Again, an intemperate mother nurses her babe albholized milk; but it is not enough
considered that the father gives to his offspriegain tendencies which lead surely to craving
for stimulants. These cravings, once indulged, gima passion, the vehemence of which passes
the comprehension of common men.

“It is known to physiologists that the human systemce tainted with certain diseases, the
taint remains a black drop in his blood for lifeieley outward symptom may have gone never to
reappear in him, but children born to him yearsrdfis apparent cure may show that black drop
in some of the protein forms of scrofula. So wvigh alcoholic poison. It vitiates the system, but
has this peculiarity, that, while it affects thdiddissues of offspring less than some poisons do,
it affects the moral tendencies more. It does nad gositive disease so much as intensification
of the lower propensities, or what is called thaveah part of our nature, and diminution of the
restraining powers, or the peculiarly human padwfnature.

Now, if it could be proved that the use of any impd or manufactured article vitiates the
breed of horses and cattle, farmers would loolséone power to interdict it; nor would they
hesitate about using that power. But the race of imef vastly greater importance, and the
purity of the human stock should be far more cdisefiuarded.” — Board of Charities’ Report.

Dr. Laurie, who holds that “it is the nature of wito be fermented,” and “that fermentation
is essential to its becoming wine,” still admitattkhere are “traces of unfermented wine in
classical authors,” and that it “is known in higtdmwhich he thus strangely qualifies — known
in history “only as one of the unnatural and ravauries of the most corrupt period of the Roman
Empire.” Queer logic this, that unintoxicating wisleould indicate the most corrupt period of the
Roman Empire! Human nature must have greatly cligrigenow the course of historyngm,
rags, ruin.And experience teaches that the use of intoxicatiimks is associated with
desecrated Sabbaths, loose views of morality digiare, and the increase of pauperism, crime,
and taxation.
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The Rev. W. H. Rule, already named, says: “Thig geape-juice, notwithstanding its purity,
was chiefly known in antiquity as tlwasual drink of the peasantrgt, when carefully preserved,
asthe choice beverage of epicurésyas sweet to the taste, and had not acquiredgperity
consequent on the abstraction (conversion) of seirematter by fermentation.” -Nott,

London Ed., Appendix C, p. 222.

Smith, in hisGreek and Roman Antiquitiesays: “The sweet, unfermented juice of the grape
was termedjleukosby the Greeks anghustunby the Romans — the latter word being properly
an adjective signifying new or fresh.” “A portiof the must was used at once, being drunk
fresh.” “When it was desired to preserve a quaimithe sweet state, an amphora was taken and
coated with pitch within and without, it was filledth mustum lixivium, and corked so as to be
perfectly air-tight. It was then immersed in a tarfkcold fresh water, or buried in wet sand, and
allowed to remain for six weeks or two months. €batents, after this process, was found to
remain unchanged for a year, and hence the naengleukos— that is, sSemper mustum
always sweet.”

Chas. Anthon, LL. D., in hiBictionary of Greek antRoman Antiquitiegjives the same
receipt and definitions, and fully sustains theifias that these preparations of the unfermented
grape-juice were by the ancients known as wine.

We have a great variety of ancient receipts foringalifferent kinds of wine. Some of them,
as we have seen, were not fermented, and themdbiatoxicating. Others were intoxicating.
The receipts mention the different articles ouvbfch wines were made, such as millet, dates,
lotus-tree, figs, beans, pears, pomegranates,enimliebore, etc. Foreign ingredients were
formerly added to wines to make them intoxicatifigese wines were not approved, and towards
these not temperance but total abstinence wasnexjoVarious drugs are specified by which the
juice was made more potent, as wormwood, helleyeelearn from Homer that Helen prepared
for Telemachus a cup in which a powerful drug wdssed. Also, that Circe made use of
“direful drugs.” Such preparations were commorhia East. The Orientals of the present day
have a knowledge of drugs which they combine wéhdages for profligate purposes. We read
in Isaiah 5:22 of “men of strength to mingle stralimk.” The juice of the grape was “mixed
with pungent and heady drugs in order to gratifyase and insatiable appetite.” Particularly, in
Lamentations of Jeremiah 3:15 we read, “He hathenmae drunk with wormwood.” J. G. Kohl,
in his Travels inAustria,mentions a wine of wormwood. To make it, the jugboiled with
certain herbs. This wine decoction is as renownddungary as the Tokay Essence Bible
Commentaryp. 203.

The divine anger is symbolized by the cup whictiuf of mixture;” Psalm 75:8; “cup of his
fury,” Isaiah 51:17; “wine-cup of his fury,” Jereaf 25:15.

We cannot imagine that Pliny, Columella, Varro,&; @nd others were either cooks or
writers of cook-books, but were intelligent genteammoving in the best circles of society. So
when they, with minute care, give the receiptsmfiaking sweet wine, which will remain so
during the year, and the processes were suchms\ent fermentation, we are persuaded that
these were esteemed in their day. That they wenatwal and so simple as to like these sweet,
harmless beverages is rather in their favor, anndmbe set down against them. That there were
men in their day, as there are many in ours, whkiedand used intoxicating drinks, is a fact
which marked their degradation.
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WINE WITH WATER.

There is abundance of evidence that the ancientsdhtheir wines with water; not because
they were so strong, with alcohol, as to requihetidin, but because, being rich syrups, they
needed water to prepare them for drinking. The tjtyaof water was regulated by the richness of
the wine and the time of year.

“Those ancient authors who treat upon domestic m@nebound with allusions to this usage.
Hot water, tepid water, or cold water was usedHerdilution of wine according to the season”
“Hesiod prescribed, during the summer months, tpeees of water to one of wine.” “Nicochares
considers two parts of wine to five of water asgheper proportion.” “According to Homer,
Pramnian and Meronian wines required twenty pdrtgader to one of wine. Hippocrates
considered twenty parts of water to one of the Girawine to be the proper beverage.”
“Theophrastus says the wine at Thasos is wondgelicious” Athenaeus states that the
Taeniotic has such a degree of richness or fathassvhen mixed with water it seemed
gradually to be diluted, much in the same way d& Abney well mixed. —Bible Commentary,
p.17.

Captain Treat says, “The unfermented wine is esteletimee most in the south of Italy, and
wine is drunk mixed with water.” -tees’ WorksAlso in Spain and Syria.

“In Italy the habit (mixing wine with water) was smiversal that there was an establishment
at Rome for the public use. It was called THERMOR@M, and, from the accounts left of it,
was upon a large scale. The remains of several e discovered among the ruins of Pompeii.
Cold, warm, and tepid water was procurable at tkessgblishments, as well as wine, and the
inhabitants resorted there for the purpose of dngkand also sent their servants for hot water.”
— Nott, London Ed. p. 83.

“The annexed engraving of the THERMOPOLIUM is capieom the scarce work of
Andreas BacciufDe Nat.Vinorum Hist.Rome, 1597, lib. iv. p. 178). The plan was obtaibgd
himself, assisted by two antiquaries, from theswhthe Diocletian Baths (Rome). Nothing can
more clearly exhibit the contrast between the ariaignes and those of modern Europe than the
widely different mode of treating them. The hot @awas often necessary says Sir Edward
Barry, to dissolve their more inspissated and altes.” —Kitto, ii. p. 956.

“Nor was it peculiar to pagans to mingle water wiatime for beverage and at feasts; nor to
profane writers to record the fact. It is writteidisdom, she mingled her wine — Proverbs 9:2
— and so written by an inspired penman.”Nett, London Ed. p. 84.

This mixed wine must be different from that namedsalm 75:8. “full of mixture,” which
we have seen is the symbol of the divine vengedhesgup prepared for his enemies. But in
Proverbs 9:2, it is a blessing to which friendsiaugted. if in this passage the mixture is of
aromatic spices, in addition to the water necessatjlute the syrup, it was not to fire the blood
with alcohol, but to gratify the taste with deliedtavors.

The Passover was celebrated with wine mixed wittew&ccording to Lightfoot, each
person — man, woman, and child — drank four cugsis€and his disciples having celebrated
the Passover, he took of the bread and the winedheined, and instituted the Lord’s Supper.
The wine was, as we believe, the rich syrup dilutetl water. This kind of wine met all the
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requirements of the law concerning leaven — the temndering oMatsah,according to Dr. F.
R. Lees, beinginfermented things.

“The Rev. R. M. Pattison, of Philadelphia, showfedim authorities of the highest repute as
exegists or personal observation, some of themraelte the main question, by their unanimous
concurrence, that the sweet wine, or unfermentee jpf the grape, was of old a popular
beverage in Palestine.” New York Evangelist.

The conclusion to which these varied sources abfdsang us may thus be stated:

1. That unfermented beverages existed, and wavenanon drink, among the ancients.

2. That to preserve their very sweet juices, inrthet climate, they resorted to boiling and
other methods which destroyed the power and agtfithe gluten, or effectually separated it
from the juice of the grape.

3. That these were called wines, were used, and nghly esteemed.

Prof. M. Stuart says, “Facts show that the ancieatonly preserved their wine
unfermented, but regarded it as of a higher flarat finer quality than fermented wine. “ —
Letter to Dr. Nott

That they also had drinks that would intoxicatenzarbe denied. All that we have aimed to
show is that intoxicating wines wenet the only wines in use.

With the teachings of chemical science, and withkihowledge of the tastes and usages of
the ancients, we are the better prepared to exaamideinderstand the Bible, which was written
when those tastes and usages were in actual aper@ommon honesty demands that we
interpret the Scriptures with the eye, the tastd,the usages of the ancients, and not with the
eye, the taste, and the usages of the modernshtédsinterpret each text so as to be in
harmony not only with the drift and scope of theolehteaching of the Bible, but also with the
well-ascertained and established laws of natuerttinly is as important to harmonize the
interpretations of the Bible with the teachingsbémistry and the laws of our physical,
intellectual, and moral nature, violated by alcahdrinks, as it is to harmonize the
interpretations of the same word of God with theeasiined facts of geology and astronomy. To
these latter topics, Biblical scholars have giverstipraiseworthy attention. Let the same
anxious interest animate our endeavors to harmahe&®8ible teachings with clearly ascertained
facts and with the truth which the temperance médion has made indisputable.

The will of God registered in the laws of natuneg @ahe will of God registered in the inspired
revelation, cannot possibly contradict each othbey must harmonize. Whatever difficulties
may now stand in the way of this harmony, we knbat,tas science becomes more intelligently
informed of the laws of nature, and as the intéghi@n of the Bible becomes more thorough and
emancipated, the testimony of God’s works and waldperfectly harmonize.

“The books of nature and revelation were writterthi®ysame unerring hand. The former is
more full and explicit in relation to the physictie latter in relation to the moral, laws of our
nature; still, however, where both touch on theeanbject, they will ever be founahen
rightly interpretedto be in harmony.”Nature andrevelation are as little at variance on the
wine questioras on other questions, and when rightly consultedli be found to be sdt is not
in thetext,but in theinterpretation,that men have felt straitened in their conscienaed;though
this feeling should continue, unless the providesfd8od changes, it will not alter the fact of the
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case.” —Nott, London Ed. p. 75.
THE SCRIPTURES.

It should be constantly borne in mind that the Awitted Version was translated when the
drinking usages were well-nigh universal. The ditenof Christians and of thoughtful men had
not been called to the pernicious influence of laddic drinks. Though drunkenness existed, still
no plans were then devised either for its prevenioits cure. It was regarded as an evil incident
to hospitality and social cheer.

The translators, with the most honest purposéhftaly, according to their ability, rendered
into English the original Scriptures, but were néweless unintentionally and unconsciously
influenced by the philosophy and usages of their Aa the river carries in its waters that which
with absolute certainty tells of the soil throughigh it has flowed, so the translators must carry
into the renderings which they give evidences efglrevailing usages and modes of thought of
their day. Thus innocently, though naturally, stsagdemeaning have been given to particular
passages. These have come down to us with feafrggered reverence. To give a new
rendering seems to be almost sacrilege. With dabrfg every department of science has to
contend when it would throw new light upon the sdqoage. Astronomy and geology have met
this difficulty, and it is not strange that the sawf temperance should have to contend with this
feeling, notwithstanding the convictions of tempe@men are the result of experience and
diligent, patient investigation.

We would not distrust, much less weaken, confiden¢be Word of God. We would,
however, remind the reader that ONLY THE ORIGINAEXT IS INSPIRED; that no
translation, much less no mere human interpretaisomtimate authority.

GENERIC WORDS.

Professor M. Stuart, in hisetter to Rev. Dr. Notf-ebruary 1, 1848, says, page 11: “There
are in the Scriptures (Hebrew) but tggeneric wordgo designate such drinks as may be of an
intoxicating nature when fermented and which artesodefore fermentation. In the Hebrew
Scriptures the worgayin,in its broadest meaning, designageape-juice, or the liquid which
thefruit of the vine yieldsThis may be new or old, sweet or sour, fermentadhéermented,
intoxicating or unintoxicating. The simple ideagsipe-juice or vine-liquors the basis and
essence of the word, in whatever connection it stayd. The specific sense which we must
often assign to the word arises not from the wtself, but from the connection in which it
stands.”

He justifies this statement by various examplesctviliustrate the comprehensive character
of the word.

In the London edition (1863) of President E. Nott#stureswith an introduction by Tayler
Lewis, LL.D., Professor of Greek in Union Colleged several appendices by F. R. Lees, he
says: ‘Yayinis a generic term, and, when not restricted imiésaning by some word or
circumstance, comprehends vinous beverage of seetyhowever produced. It is, however, as
we have seemftenrestricted to the fruit of the vine in its natuaald unintoxicating state” (p.
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68).

Kitto’s Cyclopaediaarticle Wine: “Yayin in Bible use is a very genetalm, including every
species of wine made from grapes (oinos ampelitlosiigh in later ages it became extended in
its application to wine made from other substarices.

Rev. Dr. Murphy, Professor of Hebrew at Belfastldnd, says: “Yayin denotes all stages of
the juice of the grape.”

“Yayin (sometimes written yin, yain, or ain) starfdsthe expressed juice of the grape — the
context sometimes indicating whether the juice inadergone or not the process of fermentation.
It is mentioned one hundred and forty-one times.Bible Commentaryppendix B, p. 412.

SHAKAR, “the second, is of the like tenor,” say®fesssor Stuart, page 14, but applies
wholly to a different liquor. The Hebrew namestsakar,which is usually translatestrong drink
in the Old Testament and in the New. The mere BEhgkader, of course, invariably gets from
this translation a wrong idea of the real meanihipe original Hebrew. He attaches to it the idea
which the English phrase now conveys among us, that ofa strong, intoxicating drinKjke
ourdistilled liquors. Asto distillation, by which alcoholic liquors are now principally olsted, it
was utterly unknown to the Hebrews, and, indeedlltthe world in ancient times.” “The true
original idea ofshakaris aliquor obtained from datesr other fruits(grapes excepted), or
barley,millet, etc.,which were dried, or scorched, and a decoctich@&h was mixed with
honey, aromatics, etc.”

On page 15 he adds: “Both words gemeric.The first means vinous liquor of any and every
kind; the second means a corresponding liquor flates and other fruits, or from several grains.
Both of the liquors have in thethe saccharine principleand therefore they may become
alcoholic. But both may be kept and used iuafermentedtate; when, of course, no quantity
that a man could drink of them would intoxicate himany perceptible degree.” “The two words
which | have thus endeavored to define areotiig twoin the Old Testament which ageneric,
and which have reference to the subject now intgures

“SHAKAR (sometimes written shechar, shekar) sigrgfisweet drink’ expressed from fruits
other than the grape, and drunk in an unfermentéermented state. It occurs in the O. T.
twenty-three times.”— Bible Commentary. 418.Kitto’s Cyclopaedia says: “Shakas a
generic term, including palm-wine and otlsaccharinebeverages, except those prepared from
the vine.” It is in this article definedstveet drink.

Dr. F. R. Lees, page 32. of his Preliminary Dissgoh to theBible Commentarysays
shakar,“saccharine drink,” is related to the word for sugeall the IndoGermanic and Semitic
languages, and is still applied throughout the Hemt India to Abyssinia, to the palm sap, the
shaggerymade from it, to the date juice and syrup, as a®lo sugar and to the fermented palm-
wine. It has by usage grown into a generic termidonks,’ including fresh juices and
inebriating liquors other than those coming from ¢hape. See under the heading, “Other
Hebrew Words” for further illustrations.

TIROSH, inKitto’s Cyclopaediajs defined “vintage fruit.” IrBible Commentaryp. 414:
“Tirosh is a collective name for the natural progla¢ the vine.” AgainBible Commentaryp.

24: “Tirosh is not wine at all, but the fruit ofdélvineyard in its natural condition.” A learned
Bible scholar, in a volume on the wine questiorhligined in London, 1841, holds thabsh s

_31_



not wine, but fruit. This doubtless may be its megnn some passages, but in others it can only
mean wine, as, for example, Prov. 3:10: “Thy pressall burst out with new wine” (tirosh);
Isaiah 62:8: “The sons of the stranger shall notkdthy new wine” (tirosh).

“On the whole, it seems to me quite clear,” sayd.FBtuart, p. 28, “that tirosh is a species of
wine, and not a genus, like yayin, which megregpe-juicein any form, or of any quality, and in
any state, and usually is made definite only bycibretext.”

“Tirosh is connected with corn and the fruit of tiieve and the orchard nineteen times; with
corn alone, eleven times; with the vine, three sinand is otherwise named five times: in all,
thirty-eight times.” “It is translated in the Authped Version twenty-six times by wine, eleven
times by new wine (Nehemiah 10:39, 13:5, 12; Prlos&:10; Isaiah 24:7, 65:8; Hosea 4:14, 9:2;
Joel 1:10; Haggai. 1:11; Zachariah 9:17), and ¢Nieah 6:15) by ‘sweet wine,” where the
margin has new wine. “-Bible Commentaryp. 415.

So uniform is the good use of this word that thedeut one doubtful exception (Hosea 4:11):
“Whoredom and wine (yayin), and new wine (tiroghke away the heart.” Here are three
different things, each of which is charged withingkaway the heart. As whoredom is not the
same as yayin, so yayin is not the same as titbghysical intoxication is not a necessary
attribute to the first, then why is it of the thiekpecially when the second is adequate for
intoxication? If yayin and tirosh each means intating wine, then why use both? It would then
read, whoredom and yayin (intoxicating wine) amddgih (intoxicating wine) take away the heart,
which is tautological. The three terms are symiadlic

Whoredoms a common designation of idolatry, which the eahparticularly names. This
steals the heart from God as really as does litelnaledom.

Yayinmay represent drunkenness or debased sensualigycéitainly takes away the heart.

Tiroshmay represent luxury, and, in this applicationhdigesty, as tirosh formed a portion
of the tithes, rapacity in exaction, and perversiotheir use, is fitly charged with taking away
the heart. Certain interpreters imagine that oldglaolic drinks take away the heart; but we
know from the Bible that pride, ambition, worldliepsures, fulness of bread, Ezekiel 16:49, and
other things, take away the heart.

G. H. Shanks, in his review of Dr. Laurie, says:vine-growing lands, grapes are to owners
what wheat, corn, flax, etc., are to agriculturistswhat bales of cotton or bank-notes are to
merchants. Do these never take away the heareqidhsessor from God?”

OTHER HEBREW WORDS.

We extract from Dr. F. R. Lees’ Appendix BBiblical Commentaryhe following, pp. 415-
418:

KHEMER is a word descriptive of the foaming appeagaof the juice of the grape newly
expressed, or when undergoing fermentation. Itigciout nine times in all, including once a
verb, and six times in its Chaldee formkbamar or khamrahDeuteronomy 32:14; Ezra 6:9;
7:22; Psalm 75:8; Isaiah 27:2; Daniel 5:1, 2, 4, 23

Liebig says: “Vegetable juice in general becomelsitbwhen in contact with the air
BEFORE FERMENTATION COMMENCES.” —€hemistry of Agriculture3rd edition. “Thus,
it appearsfoamor turbidnesgwhat the Hebrews called khemer, and applied tdaaming
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blood of the grape) is no proof of alcohol beinggant.” —Bible CommentaryRreliminary Xiv.
note.

AHSIS (sometimes writteausis, asie, 0sis$ specially applied to the juice of newly-trodden
grapes or other fruit. It occurs five times. Caesc8:2; Isaiah 49:26; Joel 1:5, 3:18, Amos 9:13.

SOVEH (sometimes writtesobe, sobhejenotes a luscious and probably boiled wine (Latin,
sapa). It occurs three times. Isaiah 1:22; Hosk; Nahum 1:14.

It is chiefly interesting as affording a link ofrmeection between classical wines and those of
Judea, through an obviously common name, beingiagnvith theGreek hepsemahe Latin
sapa,and the modern Italian and Frersdbe— boiled grape-juice. The inspissated wines,
calleddefrutum and syraeneunvere, according to Pliny (xiv. 9), a species ofrhe last name
singularly suggests the instrument in which it wespared — thsyr, or caldron.”—Bible
CommentaryPrelim. xxiii.

MESEK (sometimes writtemesech)literally, a mixture, is used with its related fam
mezeg and mimsatq denote some liquid compounded of various ingred. These words
occur as nouns four times, and in a verbal shajpstifines. Psalm 75:8; Proverbs 23:30;
Canticles 7:2; Isaiah 65:11. The verbal forms oétnaverbs 9:2, 5; also, in Psalm 102:9; Isaiah
19:14.

ASHISHAH (sometimes writteashishah}ignifies some kind of fruit-cake, probably cake of
pressed grapes or raisins. It occurs four timesjiaeach case is associated by the Authorized
Version with some kind of drink. 2 Samuel 6:19; ir@hicles 16:3; Canticles 2:5; Hosea 3:1.

SHEMARIM is derived fronshamarto preserve, and has the general significatiohiofys
preserved. It occurs five times. In Exodus 12:42,9ame word, differently pointed, is twice
translated as signifyinp bekept(observed). Psalm 75:8, dregs; Isaiah 25:6, fag#)iJeremiah
48:11, lees; Zephaniah 1:12, lees.

MAMTAQQIM is derived frommahthagto suck, and denotes sweetness. It is applieceto th
mouth (Canticles 5:16) as full of sweet thingsiNeh. 8:10, “drink the sweet” mamtaqqim,
sweetness, sweet drinks.

SHAKAR (sometimes writteshechar, shekagignifies sweet drink expressed from fruits
other than the grape, and drunk in an unfermentéermented state. It occurs in the Old
Testament twenty-three times. Leviticus 10:9; Nursl&e3 (twice wine and vinegar), 28:7;
Deuteronomy 14:26, 29:6; Judges 13:4, 7, 14; 1 8ainl5; Psalm 69:12; Proverbs 20:1; 31:4,
6; Isaiah 5:11, 22; 24:9; 28:7, 29:9; 66:12; Mi€ahl. Shakar is uniformly translated strong
drink in the Authorized Version, except in Numb28s7 (strong wine), and in Psalm 69:12,
where, instead of drinkers shakar,the Authorized Version readisunkards.(See “Generic
Words.”)

GREEK, LATIN, AND ENGLISH GENERIC WORDS.

OINOS. — Biblical scholars are agreed that in teptBagint or Greek translation of the Old
Testament and in the New Testament, the weandscorresponds to the Hebrew woyayin.
Stuart says: “In the New Testament we hawv®s which corresponds exactly to the Hebrew
yayin.”

As bothyayinandoinosare generic words, they designate the juice ofthpe in all its
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stages.

In the Latin we have the word vinum, which the é@x gives as equivalent tanosof the
Greek, and is rendered by the English word win#j being generic. Here, then, are four generic
words,yayin, oinos, vinumandwine,all expressing the same generic idea, as inclualingprts
and kinds of the juice of the grape. Wine is genguist as are the words groceries, hardware,
merchandise, fruit, grain, and other words.

Dr. Frederic R. Lees, of England, the author oksaMearned articles iKitto’s
Cyclopaediajn which he shows an intimate acquaintance withatin@ent languages, says: “In
Hebrew, Chaldee, Greek, Syriac, Arabic, Latin, Bndlish, the words for wine in all these
languages areriginally, and always, anohclusively,applied to the blood of the grape in its
primitive and natural condition, as well, subsedlyems to that juice both boiled and
fermented.”

Dr. Laurie, on the contrary, says: “This word desonhtoxicating wine in some places of
Scripture; therefore, it denotes the same in altgs of Scripture.” This not only begs the whole
guestion, but is strange, very strange logic. Wd the word which denotes the spirit often
rendered wind or breath; shall we, therefore, aghelit always means wind or breath, and, with
the Sadducees, infer that there is neither angedpiat, and that there can be no resurrection?
So, also, because the word translated heavenmfans the atmosphere, shall we conclude that
it always means atmosphere, and that there iscto@ace as a heaven where the redeemed will
be gathered and where is the throne of God?

But the misery and delusion are that most readetfeedible, knowing of no other than the
present wines of commerce, which are intoxicatiegp to the conclusion, wine is wine all the
world over — as the wine of our day is inebriatitiggrefore the wine mentioned in the Bible
was intoxicating, and there was none other.

There is a perverse tendency in the human minidnibd generic word to a particular
species.

John Stuart Mill, in hiSystem of Logigays: “A generic term is always liable to become
limited to a single species if people have occagiahink and speak of that species oftener than
of anything else contained in the genus. The tidaistom first drifts the word on the shore of a
particular meaning, then retires and leaves ittfier

The truth of this is seen every day in the way mal the readers of the Bible limit the
generic word wine to one of the species undend,taat an intoxicating wine.

CLASSIFICATION OF TEXTS.

The careful reader of the Bible will have notichdttin a number of cases wine is simply
mentioned, without anything in the context to detiewe its character. He will have noticed
another class, which unmistakably denotes the bathcter of the beverage. He will also have
noticed a third class, whose character is as gldadignated as good.

It would extend this discussion too much to trageall the different ways in which the
generic word wine is used. it will suffice to ditexttention to the two classes which designate
their character.
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BAD WINE.

One class of texts refers to wine:

1. As the cause of intoxicatiomhis is not disputed.

2. As the cause of violence and wBeoverbs 4:17: “They drink thgayin wine, of
violence.” Proverbs 23:29, 30: “Who hath woe? Whthtrsorrows? Who hath contentions? Who
hath babbling? Who hath wounds without cause? o tedness of eyes? They that tarry long
at theyayin,wine; they that go to seek mixed wine.”

3. As the cause of self-security and irreligidsaiah 56:12: “Come ye, say they, | will fetch
yayin,wine, and we will fill ourselves with strong drinknd tomorrow shall be as this day, and
much more abundant.” Habakkuk 2:5: “Yea also, beedue transgresseth ygyin wine, he is a
proud man, neither keepeth at home, who enlargsttidsire as hell, and is as death, and cannot
be satisfied.” Isaiah 28:7: “They also have erfedughyayin wine, and through strong drink
are out of the way; the priest and the prophet lesred through strong drink; they err in vision,
they stumble in judgment.”

4. As poisonous and destructiveroverbs 23:31: “Look not thou upon tyeyin wine,
when it is red, when it giveth his color in the cwien it moveth itself aright. At the last it
biteth like a serpent, and stingeth like an addéh&mists find in this passage an admirable
description of the process of vinous fermentatiprvhich alcohol is produced.

It is worthy of particular notice that it is thignkl of wine that men are exhorted and warned
not even to look upon, much less to drink; and bemtause its effects will be like the poisonous,
deadly bite of a serpent and the equally fatabsbiithe adder. Deuteronomy 32:33: “Their
yayin wine, is the poison of dragons, and the cruebuenf asps.”

The Hebrew wordkhamah here rendered poison, occurs eight times, asik ismes
translated poison, as in Deuteronomy 32:24: “pbisonof dragons;” Psalm 58:4: “Theoison
is like thepoisonof a serpent;” 140:3: “Addergoisonis under their lips;” Job 6:4: “Thaoison
whereof drinketh up my spirit.”

Hosea 7:5: “Made him sick with bottles of wine” éthath), poison; margin, “heat through
wine.” Habakkuk 2:15: “Woe unto him that giveth hisighbour drink; that putteth thy bottle to
him.” The wordbottleis renderedkhamah which meangoison,and is so rendered generally; by
a figure, the bottle is put for the poison it conéal.

Parkhurst defines this wor@n inflammatorypoison; and refers to the rabbins, who have
identified it with the poisoned cup of maledictigkrchbishop Newcome, in his translation, says
that “khamah igall poison.” St. Jerome’s Version has gall in one text, avatlin another. —
Nott London Ed., F. R. Lees, Appendix A, p. 197. Difll @nders the word,thy gall, thy
poison’ The late Professor Nordheimer, of the Union Thegatal Seminary, New York City, in
his Critical Grammar has ‘maddening winé.

Notice the character given to this wine: gall, poispoison of serpents, adders’ poison,
poison of dragons, poison which drinketh up theitspimaddening wine. How exact the
agreement between the declarations of the Biblalateachings of physical truth! Alcohol is
certified by thousands of illustrations as poisothe human system.

“The propriety of calling alcohgdoisonwill be disputed, and with a show of reason, beeaus
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there is a peculiarity about it which makes pealdebt its poisonous effect, namely, the ease
and rapidity with which it is oxidized and elimiedtfrom the system. Metallic poisons remain
and incorporate themselves with the tissues, dnthuwse, can be detected. Alcohol is, as it
were, volatilized, and soon disappears, havingeddimpaired the functional powers, but made
no perceptible organic change. If, therefore, thgeds not immediately renewed, the system, by
virtue of the law of recuperation, rapidly recovéssnormal condition. But if frequently

repeated, functional disturbance becomes permasetithe system does hot recover the normal
condition. And if the dose is large and long-coanéd, though it may not produce drunkenness, it
does finally produce symptoms so strikingly like glow poisoning by metals that the similarity
cannot be accidental. Now persistent functiongludmance at last brings about organic change.”

Willard Parker, M.D., of New York, asks, in his adss at the American Association for the
Cure of Inebriates, “What is alcohol? The answeria poison. It is so regarded by the best
writers and teachers on toxicology. | refer to farfChristison, and the like, who class it with
arsenic, corrosive sublimate, and prussic acice tlilese poisons, when introduced into the
system, it is capable of destroying life withoutiag mechanically.” “Introduced into the system,
it induces a general disease, as well marked esmittent fever, small-pox, or lead poison.”

In a letter to myself, he says: “The alcohol is ¢ime evil genius, whether in wine, or ale, or
whiskey, and is killing the race of men. Stay theages of this one poison, alcohol, that king of
poisons, the mightiest weapon of the devil, andiilennium will soon dawn.”

In a recent public address, he made the astoustitgment that “one-third of all the deaths
in the city of New York are the result, directlyiodirectly, of the use of alcohol; and that, ie th
last thirty-eight years, 100,000 persons in thig lsave died of its use, either by themselves or
their parents.”

This is fully sustained by the “Report of the Magsassetts State Board of Charities”:

“In careful breeding of cattle, at least ninety-percent come to maturity, and of horses
ninety-five percent in our northern climate. Wtolethe infinitely more precious race of men, at
leastthirty-three per centperish in the bud of infancy or blossom of earlytyo”

No wonder that against such wine the Scripturésififtheir earnest warnings, because wine
(yayin) is a mocker; because it “biteth like a safp and stingeth like an adder.”

5. As condemning those who are devoted to diggiah 5:22: “Woe unto them that are
mighty to drink (yayin) wine, and men of strengdhningle strong drink: which justify the
wicked for reward, and take away the righteouspésise righteous from him! Therefore as the
fire devoureth the stubble, and the flame consuntetithaff, so their root shall be as rottenness,
and their blossom shall go up as dust: becausenthey cast away the law of the Lord of hosts,
and despised the word of the Holy One of Israel.”

1 Corinthians 6:10: “Nor drunkards shall inheri¢ tkingdom of God.”

6. As the emblem of punishment and of eternal Rsalm 60:3: “Thou hast made us to
drink the (yayin) wine of astonishment;” literallyyine of reeling or trembling.” The Vulgate
reads, “suffering.” Psalm 75:8: “For in the handlod Lord there is a cup, and the (yayin) wine is
red; it is full of mixture; and he poureth out betsame: but the dregs thereof, all the wicked of
the earth shall wring them out, and drink themdidé 51:17: “O Jerusalem, which hast drunk at
the hand of the Lord the cup of his fury; thou Hasken the dregs of the cup of trembling, and
wrung them out;” also, verse 22. Jeremiah 25:1%8k€élthe yayin, wine-cup, of this fury at my
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hand.” Revelation 16:19: “To give unto her the cfiphe (oinou) wine of the fierceness of his
wrath.” Revelation 14:10: “The same shall drinklog (oinou) wine of the wrath of God, which

is poured out without mixture into the cup of mslignation: and he shall be tormented with fire
and brimstone in the presence of the holy angetsjrathe presence of the Lamb: and the smoke
of their torment ascendeth up for ever and ever.”

GOOD WINE.

From this terrible but very imperfect setting foahthe testimonies of the Bible in regard to
the wine whose character is bad, | turn, with aseef grateful pleasure, to another class of texts
which speaks with approbation of a wine whose ataras good, and which is commended as a
real blessing.

1. This wine is to be presented at the altar as aerwif) to God. Numbers 18:12: “All the
best of the oil, and all the best of the wine, ahthe wheat, the first-fruits of them which they
shall offer unto the Lord, them have | given thda.this passage, all the best of the wine (tirosh)
is associated with the best of the oil and of theat, denoting the most valuable natural
productions — the direct gift of God.

That these terms denote the fruit of the soil girthatural state, seems probable from the
next verse: “And whatsoever is first ripe in thedawhich they shall bring unto the Lord, shall
be thine.” This was a first fruit-offering. It issociated with oil, and flour, and the firstfruiitsis
an “offering of wine for a sweet savour — an offigrimade by fire, for a sweet savour unto the
Lord.” Nehemiah 10:37: “Bring the first-fruits otiodough, and our offerings, and the fruit of all
manner of trees, of (tirosh) wine, and of oil,”.eAgain, verse 39: “Bring the offering of the
corn, of the (tirosh) new wine, and the oll,” ék&com these passages, it is held by some that the
solid produce of the vineyard was here presenthdpter 13:5: “The tithes of the corn, and
(tirosh) new wine, and the oil,” etc.; and 13: “Tiitbe of the corn, and the (tirosh) new wine,
and the oil,” etc. It is hardly to be credited, whe the law (Leviticus 2:11) all leaven was
forbidden as an offering, that God should requiferaented liquor which, of all others, is the
most direct cause of wretchedness and woe inifejsahd of eternal ruin in the future, as a
religious offering. Leaven was forbidden with aksfices, whether they were meat or peace
offerings, Exodus 23:18; 34:25; Leviticus 6:17;7Z,:10:12. As all the other articles offered in
worship were in their nature pure and harmless +ewssential to the comfort and well-being
of man, it is passing strange that the wine shbalthe one exception.

2. This wine is classed among the blessings, the ctsntbe necessaries of lifd/hen the
patriarch Isaac blessed his son Jacob (Genesi8)2h said: “Therefore God give thee of the
dew of heaven, and the fatness of the earth, ardypbf corn, and (tirosh) wine.” The blessing
was on the actual growth of the field — that wHittte dew and the fatness of the earth
produced;” these were the direct gifts of God.

Of this blessing, Isaac afterwards said to Esarsév87): “With corn and (tirosh) wine | have
sustained him;” that is, | have pledged the dintessing to secure to him and his posterity in
plenty the things necessary for their best condod happiness. Therefore we read,
Deuteronomy 7:13: “And he will love thee, and bldsse, and multiply thee; he will also bless
the fruit of thy womb, and the fruit of thy landiytcorn, and thy (tirosh) wine, and thine oil; the
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increase of thy kine and the flocks of thy sheetheland which he sware unto thy fathers to
give thee.” The grouping is very significant: tHedsing was to rest upon “the fruit of the womb,
upon the fruit of the land, which is specified; torn, and thy wine, and thine oil; also, the
increase of thy kine and flocks of sheep.” It is threct and immediate product of the land. To
secure this, God (Deuteronomy 11:14) promised:ifligive you the rain of your land in his due
season, the first rain and the latter rain, thatittnayest gather in thy corn, and thy (tirosh) wine
and thine oil. And | will send grass into thy fis|dhat thou mayest eat and be full.” Proverbs
3:10: “So shall thy barns be filled with plentydatiny presses shall burst out with (tirosh) new
wine.”

Albert Barnes, on Isaiah 24:7, says: “New wineofiir) denotes properly must, or the wine
that was newly expressed from the grape and thainatfermented, usually translated new wine
or sweet wine.”

Isaiah 65:8: “As the new wine is found in the clustind one saith, Destroy it not: for a
blessing is in it.” Albert Barnes says: “The Hebreward (tirosh) here used means properly must,
or new wine.” On the words “for a blessing is ifi ite says: “That which is regarded as a
blessing, that is, wine.” He cites Judges 9:13rgop “Wine which cheereth God and man
(tirosh).”

Joel 3:18: “The mountains shall drop down new wtiresh), and the hills shall flow with
milk;” i.e., abundance of blessings. These blessemjs are the pure, and harmless, and direct
products of the land, necessary for the comforthaampiness of man. Is intoxicating wine, which
is the emblem of God’s wrath and of eternal rumpag the things blessed? Still further (Psalm
104:14, 15): “He causeth the grass to grow forctitle, and herb for the service of man: that he
may bring forth food out of the earth; and winey{ga that maketh glad the heart of man, and oil
to make his face to shine, and bread which stremgtin man’s heart.” Again, we read (Judges
9:13): “And the vine said, Should | leave my (tinpsvine, which cheereth the heart of God and
man?”

Obviously, God can only be cheered or pleased thigHruit of the vine as the product of his
own power and the gift of his goodness, and mahegred with it when he sees the ripening
clusters, and when he partakes thereof.

There is a strange impression, very current indayy that nothing can cheer and exhilarate
but alcoholic drinks. Is it not written, Zechari@iv, “Corn shall make the young men cheerful,
and new wine (tirosh) the maids”? In referringhe tutritious qualities of the corn and wine, the
prophet assigns the corn to the young men, andetewine tirosh, to the maidens. Here the
new wine, the must, or unfermented juice, is apated. Psalm 4:7: “Thou has put gladness”
(the same word which is translated cheereth indsi@dl3) “in my heart, more than in the time
that their corn and (tirosh) wine increased.”

We all know that the weary, hungry man is cheergd meat. As soon as the nerves of the
stomach are excited by food, a sensation of refnesit, of warmth, and of cheer is felt. The
woman who, all day long, has bent over the washatubexhausted her strength, sits down at the
close of the day to her cup of tea —

“The cup that cheers, but not inebriates”™—
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with her frugal meal of bread, and, peradventurepeat, and rises up refreshed, cheerful,
and strong. We all know that good news is cheeangnating, exhilarating. So, also, is cold
water; for thus, saith the Proverb 25:25: “As cefater to a thirsty soul, so is good news from a
far country.” Water, with its cheering power, whs proper illustration.

3. This wine is the emblem of spiritual blessingaiah 55:1: “Ho, every one that thirsteth,
come ye to the waters, and he that hath no moweye e, buy, and eat; yea, come, buy wine
(yayin) and milk without money and without pricélere the prophet, in the name of God,
invites all, every one, to take this wine and nfibely and abundantly. How incongruous to say,
Buy milk, and drink abundantly of it, for it is innent and nutritious, and will do you good; and
then to say, Come, buy wine (yayin), an intoxicgoeverage, which, if you drink habitually and
liberally, will beget the drunkard’s appetite, astuit you out of heaven! Can it be that God
makes the intoxicating wine the emblem of thosétspil blessings which ensure peace and
prosperity in this life, and prepares the recipfentblessedness hereafter? There is harmony
between milk and unfermented wine as harmless atidious, and they properly stand as the
symbols of spiritual mercies. With this view agtbe other scriptures cited: Psalm 104:15:
“Wine (yayin) that maketh glad the heart of manytiges 9:13: “Wine (tirosh) which cheereth
God and man;” Canticles 7:9: “Best wine for my lveld;” Proverbs 9:2: “Wisdom hath mingled
her wine (yaynah). Come, eat of my bread, and dvfrtke wine (Yayin) | have mingled;”
Canticles 5:1: “I have drunk my wine (yayin) withlkn eat, O friends; drink, yea, drink
abundantly, O beloved.”

Such is the invitation to drink abundantly, becasisieitual blessings never injure, but always
do good to the recipient.

4. This wine is the emblem of the blood of the atonénbg which is the forgiveness of sins
and eternal blessedness.the institution of the Lord’s Supper, as recarthy Matthew 26:26-

28 and Mark 14:22-24, Christ “took the cup, andegthanks,” saying, “This is my blood of the
New Testament,” “shed for the remission of sindi¢bread and the wine are here united, as in
other scriptures, as blessings, but in this casgrddems of the most wonderful manifestation of
the divine love to man. Paul, 1 Corinthians 10T#te cup of blessings which we bless, is it not
the communion of the blood of Christ?” At the clpo€érist said, “I will not drink henceforth of
this fruit of the vine, until that day when | driitknew with you in my Father’s kingdom.” Thus
the cup is associated with the eternal blessedifebs heavenly world. See further comments
on Matt. 26:26.

In all the passages where good wine is named, th@ lisp of warning, no intimations of
danger, no hint of disapprobation, but always afidied approval.

How bold and strongly marked is the contrast:

Theonethe cause of intoxication, of violence, and of woes
The othetthe occasion of comfort and of peace.
Theonethe cause of irreligion and of self-destruction.

The othetthe devout offering of piety on the altar of God.
Theonethe symbol of the divine wrath.

The othetthe symbol of spiritual blessings.

Theonethe emblem of eternal damnation.
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The otheithe emblem of eternal salvation.

“The distinction inquality between the good and the bad wine is as cleamabéiween
good and bad men, or good and bad wives, or goddbad spirits; for one is the constant subject
of warning, designated poison literally, analodicadnd figuratively, while the other is
commended as refreshing and innocent, which ndhalmwine is.” —Lees’ Appendixp. 232.

Can it be that these blessings and curses retbetsame beverage, and that an intoxicating
liqguor? Does the trumpet give a certain or an uagesound? Says Rev. Dr. Nott: “Can the
same thing, in the same state, be good and bauhlao$ of wrath, and a symbol of mercy; a
thing to be sought after, and a thing to be avdtdeédrtainly not. And is the Bible, then,
inconsistent with itself? No, certainly.” -Nott, London Ed. p. 48.

Professor M. Stuart, p. 49, says: “My final condusis this, viz., that whenever the
Scriptures speak of wine as a comfort, a blessing,libation to God, and rank it with such
articles as corn and oil, they mean, they can neensuch wine as contained no alcohol that
could have a mischievous tendenitygt wherever they denounce it, and connect it with
drunkenness and revelling, they can mean only alaobr intoxicating wine.”

But the position of the advocates of only one lohgvine is that “the juice of the grape,
when called wine, was always fermented, and, bieingented, was always intoxicating;” “that
fermentation is the essence of wine.” One exceptitirdestroy the universality of this sweeping
statement.

THE WINE OF EGYPT

Genesis 40:11: “l took the grapes, and pressed thienfPharaoh’s cup, and | gave the cup
into Pharaoh’s hand.” To break the force of thiss pleaded that it was only a dream. But a
dream designed to certify an immediate coming egeuld only be intelligible and pertinent by
representing an existing usage.

A singular proof of the ancient usage of squeetlieguice of grapes into a cup has been
exhumed at Pompeii. It is that of Bacchus stantiyng pedestal, and holding in both hands a
large cluster of grapes, and squeezing the jutcearcup.

“Plutarch affirms that before the time of Psamntaig; who lived six hundred years before
Christ, the Egyptians neither drank fermented wiaeoffered it in sacrifice.” —Nott, Third
Lecture.

“In remote antiquity, grapes were brought to tH#daand the juice there expressed for
immediate use.” —Nott, London Ed. p. 58.

“Josephus’ version of the butler’s speech is dsvid: He said ‘that by the king’s permission
he pressed the grapes into a goblet, and, haviaipstl thesweet winehe gave it to the king to
drink, and that he received it graciously.” Josephere used GLEUKOS to designate the
expressed juice of the grape before fermentatioitdgaossibly commence.” -Bible
Commentaryp. 18.

Bishop Lowth of England, in hiBommentary otsaiah,in 1778, remarking upon Isaiah 5:2,
refers to the case of Pharaoh’s butler, and s&yswhich it would seem that the Egyptians
drank only the fresh juice pressed from the grapég;h was call oinos ampilinos, i.e., wine of
the vineyards.”
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Rev. Dr. Adam Clarke, on Genesis 40:11, says: “Ataswe find that wine anciently was
the mere expressed juice of the grape without fetatien. Thesaky or cupbearer, took the
bunch, pressed the juice into the cup, and ingtalelivered it into the hands of his master. This
was anciently thgayin[wine] of the Hebrews, theinos[wine] of the Greeks, and timeustum
[new fresh wine] of the ancient Latins.” Bagste€smprehensivBible quotes Dr. Clarke with
approbation.

“It appears that the Muslims of Arabia press theguwf the grape into a cup, and drink it as
Pharaoh did.” —Nott, London Ed. p. 59.

Milton says of Eve:

“For drink the grape she crushed — inoffensive niust

So also Gray:

“Scent the new fragrance of the breathing rose,

And quaff the pendent vintage as it grows.”

Nott, 59.

NEW WINE AND OLD BOTTLES.

The first occasion, following the order of the Gelsp on which Christ speaks of wine, he
says (Matthew 9:17): “Neither do men put new wim® iold bottles,” etc. A similar statement is
also made by Mark 2:22 and Luke 5:37.

Our Lord here refers to a well-known custom, inday, in relation to the keeping of wine.
Notice the facts. They did not put (oinos neos) meme — the juice fresh from the press — into
old bottles, then made of the skins of goats, &ed¢ason is given, “Else the bottle break, and
the wine runneth out, and the bottles perish.” iBuas the custom to put the new wine into new
bottles, and the reason is given, “That both theevand the bottles are thus preserved.”

The explanation which the advocates of but one kingine give is that new bags were used
in order to resist the expansive force of the caibacid gas generated by fermentation. This
explanation necessarily admits that the new wirtkritd yet fermented; for, if it had been
fermented, the old bottles would suit just as \aslthe new; but the new, it is pleaded, were
required to resist the force of fermentation. Ttieys concede that the new wine had not yet
fermented.

Chambers, in hi€yclopaediagarly edition, says: “The force of fermenting wisevery
great, being able, if closely stopped up, to bilmsiugh the strongest cask.” What chance would
a goat skin have?

| have said, if the “new wine” had already fermehte old bottles would suit just as well as
the new; but, if not fermented, the old would nait,snot because they were weak, but because
they would have portions of the albuminous mattereast adhering to the sides. This, having
absorbed oxygen from the air, would become acgweénting matter, and would communicate
it to the entire mass.

Liebig informs us that “fermentation depends ugondccess of air to the grape-juice, the
gluten of which absorbs oxygen and becomes ferngentmunicating its own decomposition to
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the saccharine matter of the grapes.K#to, ii. 955.

The new bottles, or skins, being clean and peyféatke from all ferment, were essential for
preserving the fresh unfermented juice, not thait tstrength might resist the force of
fermentation, but, being clean and free from fertimgnmatter, and closely tied and sealed, so as
to exclude the air, the wine would be preservetthénsame state in which it was when put into
those skins.

Columella, who lived in the days of the Apostleshis recipe for keeping the winaltvays
sweef’ expressly directs that the newest must, bempat'new amphora,”or jar.

Smith, in hisGreek and Roman Antiquitiesays: “When it was desired to preserve a quantity
in the sweet state, an amphora was taken and cadtegditchwithin andwithout; it was filled
with the mustum lixivium, and corked, so as to beectly air-tight.”

The facts stated by Christ are in perfect keepiit the practice prevailing in his day to
prevent the pure juice of the grape from fermentifige new amphora — the amphora coated
with pitchwithin andwithout —andthenew bottlesall have reference to the same custom. The
people of Palestine must have been familiar with ¢hstom, or Christ would not have used it as
an illustration. This passage, properly viewedanreection with the usages of the day, goes a
great way toward establishing the fact that Claist the people of Palestine recognized the
existence of two kinds of wine — the fermented #relunfermented.

This passage also helps us to understand the thacdthe wine Christ used, which he
made for the wedding at Cana, and which he selestéde symbol of his atoning blood.

CHRIST EATING AND DRINKING.

Matthew 11:18, 19: “John came neither eating norkilng, and they say, He hath a devil.
The Son of man came eating and drinking, and thgyBehold a man gluttonous, and a wine-
bibber, a friend of publicans and sinners. But wiads justified of her children. The Saviour, in
the versed immediately preceding, illustrated tgtiousness and unreasonableness of those
who were determined not to be pleased, but untlerraimstances to find fault. “Whereunto
shall I liken this generation? It is like unto arin sitting in the markets and calling unto their
fellows, and saying, We have piped unto you, andaxee not danced; we have mourned unto
you, and ye have not lamented.” Christ directlyligsgthis illustration by reference to the
estimate placed upon John and himself by that géinar

John was a Nazarite, and conformed rigidly to dguirements of that order. When they
noticed his austere abstinence, peculiar habiighrattire, and uncompromising denunciations,
they were not pleased, and dismissed him withéh®ark, “He hath a devil.” When they saw
Christ, whose mission was different from that didcand perceived that he practised no
austerities, but lived like other men, and mingdedially with even the despised of men, they
were no better pleased, and said, “Behold a matoglous, and a wine-bibber, a friend of
publicans and sinners.” It is on such authority tha advocates of alcoholic wines claim that
Christ was accustomed to use them. At best, ihlg inferential, because he ate and drank, and
was “a friend of publicans and sinners,” that rere¢fore necessarily drank intoxication wine. We
notice that the same authority which said he wasgire-bibber” also said he was “gluttonous.”
And on two other occasions (John 1:20, 8:48) tlaay Be had a devil. If we believe the first
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charge on the authority of his enemies, we mustlaédieve the second and the third, for the
authority is the same. It will be borne in mindttti@ese, his enemies, traduced his character that
they might destroy his influence. They judged thatcharge of wine-bibbing, whether it implied
drunkenness or sensuality, was the most damagihig iafluence as a religious teacher and
reformer. It should also be remembered that hisneggewere unscrupulous, malignant, and not
noted for their truthfulness.

Dr. John J. Owen, in hiBommentarysays: “As wine was a common beverage in that ldnd o
vineyards, in its unfermented state, our Lord nhisty drank it.” The Saviour did not turn aside
from his work to clear himself from the charges evhimalignity and falsehood brought against
him. He simply said, “Wisdom is justified of herilclien;” that is, My work and my character
will ultimately shield me from the power of all & accusations. Those who know me will not
be affected by them, and those who hate me wilcease from their calumny.

Matthew 21:33: “Vineyard and wine-press.” Neithéthese determine anything of the
character of the wine which was made. It is beggjiegguestion to say that all was fermented,
especially as the quotations from ancient authoosvghat there were two kinds — the
fermented and the unfermented.

Matthew 24:38: “Eating and drinking.” These ternemate hilarious, thoughtless, and,
perhaps, excessive dissipation. Admit that what thhank was intoxicating, it only proves, what
no one denies, that there were inebriating dribksdoes not and cannot prove there were no
others.

Matthew 24:49: “Eat and drink with the drunken.”ig Btates a fact which we admit, and is
proof that there were then intoxicating liquorsd @éimat some men then used them.

THE LORD’S SUPPER.

Matthew 26:26, 27. Having finished the Passover Loud “took bread,” unleavened,
unfermented bread, and blessed it. This was deveyalat the Passover, and was by Christ
transferred to the Supper. He gave it to his dissips the symbol of his body. Then he took the
cup, and gave thanks. This also was done on gthiadhird cup at the Passover. This he also
transferred, and gave it to his disciples as tinebsy of his blood, “shed for the remission of
sins.” The bread and the cup were used with naithgtation as to their character. To be in
harmony with the bread, the cup should also haee bafermented. It was the Passover bread
and wine that Christ used. In Exodus 12:8, 15, 0,732, 39, and other places, all leaven is
forbidden at that feast and for seven days. ThRipitton against the presence and use of all
fermented articles was under the penalty of betug 6ff from Israel.” “The law forbadseor—
yeast, ferment, whatever could excite fermentattoandkhahmatzwhatever had undergone
fermentation, or been subject to the actiosexdr” — Bible Commentary. 280.

Professor Moses Stuart, p. 16, says: “The Hebrewd Wisahmatz means anything
fermented.” p. 20: “All leaven, i.e. fermentatiomgs excluded from offerings to God. —
Leviticus 2:3-14.”

“The great mass of the Jews have ever understa®grbhibition as extending fermented
wine,or strong drink, as well as to bread. The wordseeatially the same which designates the
fermentation of bread and that of liquors.”
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Dr. S. M. Isaacs, an eminent Jewish rabbi of thys says: “In the Holy Land they do not
commonly use fermented wines. The best wines &sepred sweet and unfermented.” In
reference to their customs at their religious Yeds, he repeatedly and emphatically said: “The
Jews do not, in their feasts for sacred purpoeekjding the marriage feas¢yver use any kind
of fermented drinks. In their ablations and libaspboth private and public, they employ the
fruit of the vine that is, fresh grapes — unferneehgirape-juice, and raisins, as the symbol of
benediction. Fermentation is to them always a symbcorruption, as in nature and science it is
itself decay, rottenness.”

Gesenius, the eminent Hebraist, says that “leappheal to the wine as really as to the
bread.”— Thayerp. 71.

The Rev. A. P. Peabody, D.D., in his essay on tire’k Supper, says: “The writer has
satisfied himself, by careful research, that in aviour’s time the Jews, at least the high
ritualists among them, extended the prohibitiofeaizento the principle of fermentation in
everyform; and that it was customary, at the Passover festmalhe master of the household to
press the contents of ‘the cupom clusters of grapes preserved for thpecial purpose’. —
Monthly ReviewJan., 1870, p. 41.

“Fermentation is nothing else but the putrefactba substance containing no nitrogen.
Ferment, or yeasts a substance in a state of putrefaction, thexatf which are in continual
motion(Turner's Chemistry, biiebig).” — Kitto, ii. 236.

It was predicted as a peculiarity of the Messias|ia 16:10, “Neither wilt thou suffer thine
Holy One to see corruption”-that is, decompositiorputrefaction. This prediction the apostle
recognized, Acts 2:31, as fulfilled in the resuti@ct of Christ, “Neither his flesh did see
corruption.” Contrasted with David, Acts 13:35-3uho “was laid with his fathers and saw
corruption,” it is written, “But he whom God raisedw no corruption.” All admit that the bread
was unleavened — had not passed the putrefactifarroentation — and was, therefore, the
proper emblem of the body of Christ, which “sawceoruption.” For the same reason, there was
a necessity that the wine should be unfermentad jitinight be the fit emblem of the great
Sacrifice which “saw no corruption.”

Leaven, because it was corruption, was forbiddeamasffering to God. Exodus 34:25:
“Thou shalt not offer the blood of my sacrifice wieaven.” But salt, because it prevents
corruption and preserves, is required. Leviticds32‘With all thine offerings thou shalt offer
salt.” If leaven was not allowed with the sacriBcgvhich were the types of the atoning blood of
Christ, how much more would it be a violation o tommandment to allow leaven, or that
which was fermented, to be the symbol of the blobatonement? We cannot imagine that our
Lord, in disregard of so positive a command, waddit leaven into the element which was to
perpetuate the memory of the sacrifice of himselfyhich all the other sacrifices were but
types.

Our Lord blessed the bread, and for the cup he thearks. Each element alike was the
occasion of devout blessing and thanksgiving. €hjscontained that which the Saviour, just
about to suffer, could bless, and which he, fotiale, designated as the symbol of his own
atoning blood.

Having finished the Supper, in parting with hisciiides he said, “l will not drink henceforth
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of this fruit of the vine, until that day when ligk it new with you in my Father’s kingdom.”

The Saviour does not use oinos, the usual wordiioe, but adopts the phrase “genneematos
tees ampelou,” “this fruit of the vine.” Was it laese oinos was a generic word, including the
juice of the grape in all its stages, that he cleosere specific phrase? Was it because he had
previously selected the vine as the illustratiomiofself as the true vine, and his disciples as the
fruit-bearing branches, and the juice as “the foed of the grape”? (Deuteronomy 32:14.)

It will not be questioned that unfermented winassreally “the fruit of the vine” as
fermented. If fermented wine is “the fruit of thme,” then wine vinegar is also. But neither of
them is properly the “fruit of the vine,” as botimgus and acetous fermentations are the result of
chemical agencies outside and independent of tiee in each there is decomposition of the
original juice.

By “this fruit of the vine,” did he intimate thairt his Father’s kingdom” there was
something to be looked for there answering to ilct@mbing wine? This cannot be tolerated for a
moment. By “this fruit of the vine,” did he mearebriating wine? Dr. LaurieBibliotheca Sacra,
June, 1869, says, “The Bible never requires theotisene (intoxicating) except at the
communion-table, or as a medicine prescribed byhenahan the party who is to use it.” This is
emphatic, and promptly answers the question iratfiemative. It is strange, very strange, that
our Lord should require his disciples perpetuallyse, as a religious duty, at his table, the
article which Dr. Laurie says “all good men agreeangerous, and not to be used except as a
medicine prescribed by another.” Does Christ, whae taught us to pray “lead us not into
temptation,” thus require his disciples to use tuaiy, in remembrance of him, an article too
dangerous to be used anywhere else?

The fact that the Passover was six months laterttivintage is not an invincible objection,
since, as we have seen in the preceding pagebe@uthority of Josephus, of travellers Niebuhr
and Swinburne, and of Pippini, the wine-mercharftlofence, and others, that grapes are
preserved fresh through the year, and that winelmeayade from them at any period.

Is it probable that Christ took an intoxicatinguar, which in all the ages past had been the
cause of misery and ruin, and which in all the ageome would destroy myriads in temporal
and eternal destruction; that he took the wine twhis own inspired Word declared was “the
poison of asps,” “the poison of serpents,” “thespoi of dragons,” whose deadly bite is like a
serpent, and whose fatal sting is like an addet,naadethatthe symbol of his atonement,
saying,“This is the New Testament in my blood”? But, in “theiffief the vine,” pure,
unfermented, healthful, and life-sustaining, andcilthe Scriptures called “the blood of the
grape” and “the pure blood of the grape,” there hasnony and force in making it the symbol
of atoning blood by which we have spiritual lifedagternal blessedness.

The Apostle Paul, 1 Corinthians 10:15, not onlyidsahe wordinos(wine), but calls the
liquor used “the cup of blessing which we bles$t, ot the communion of the blood of Christ?”
And in 11:25 he quotes the exact words of ChriBhj$ cup is the New Testament in my blood.”

Clement, of Alexandria, A.D. 180, designates theill used by Christ d¢he blood of the
vine! — Kitto,ii. 801.

Thomas Aquinas says, “Grape-juice has the speamifatity of wine, and, therefore, this
sacrament may be celebrated with grape-juiee Nott,London Ed. p. 94, note.

Mark 2:22: “New wine in new bottles.” See Matthewt .
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Mark 12:1: Vineyard, wine-fat. See Matthew 21:33.

Mark 14:23-25: Lord’s Supper. See Matthew 26:26.

Mark 15:23: “Wine mingled with myrrh.” This is aapally prepared article, and not the
pure juice of the grape. This Christ refused.

Luke 1:15: “Drink neither wine nor strong drink.hiB had reference to John as a Nazarite,
and, so far as it is applicable to the case in hfavibrs total abstinence as favorable to physical
and spiritual strength.

Luke 5:37-39: “New wine in new bottles.” See Matth@:17.

Luke 7:33-35: John the Baptist. See Matthew 11198,

Luke 10:7: “Eating and drinking” This direction s disciples is simply to take of the
ordinary hospitality. Only by violent constructican it imply that alcoholic were the only drinks
offered them.

Luke 10:34: “Pouring in oil and wine.” This was external and medicinal application. The
mixture of the two formed a healing ointment. Plmgntions‘oleum gleucinumwhich was
compounded of oil and gleucus (sweet wine), asxaalient ointment for wounds.” “Columella
gives the receipt for making it=— Bible Commentary. 297.

Luke 12:19: “Eat, drink, and be merry.” this is thaguage of a sensualist, and is used by
Christ to illustrate not the propriety of drinkingages, but that covetousness is living to self.

Luke 12:45: “Eat, drink, and be drunken.” See Matil?4:49.

Luke 17:27, 28: “Drank,” etc. See Matthew 24:38.

Luke 20:9: Planted vineyard. See Matthew 21:33;

Luke 21:34: “Surfeiting and drunkenness,” literally debauch and drunkenness. Robinson,
“properly, seizure of the headtence intoxication.”

Christ here warns equally against being “overchéwggh surfeiting, and drunkenness, and
cares of this life.” This text decides nothing @spect to wine which would not intoxicate, but
warns against the drinks that would. Nor does arlgon the propriety of moderate drinking.

WEDDING-WINE AT CANA.

John 2:1-11: The distinguishing fact is that Chiushed the water into wine. The Greek
word isoinos;and it is claimed that therefore the wine was adticland intoxicating. But as
oinosis a generic word, and, as such, includes all kafdgine and all stages of the juice of the
grape, and sometimes the clusters and even theiviadegging the whole question to assert
that it was intoxicating. As the narrative is stlen this point, the character of the wine can only
be determined by the attendant circumstances —hdgdcasion, the material used, the person
making the wine, and the moral influence of theatle.

Theoccasiorwas a wedding convocation. Theaterialwas water — the same element
which the clouds pour down, which the vine drawdrom the earth by its roots, and in its
passage to the clusters changes into juice oplkeatorwas Jesus Christ, the same who, in the
beginning, fixed that law by which the vine tak@swater and converts it into pure, unfermented
juice.

The wine provided by the family was used up, amdntiother of Jesus informed him of that
fact. He directed that the six water-pots be filgth water. This being done, he commanded to
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draw and hand it to the master of the feast. Haquoced it wine — good wine.

The moral influence of the miracle will be deteredrby the character of the wine. It is
pertinent to ask, Is it not derogatory to the cbemaof Christ and the teachings of the Bible to
suppose that he exerted his miraculous power tusey according to Alvord, 126, and
according to Smith, at least 60 gallons of intor@awine? — wine which inspiration had
denounced as “a mocker,” as “biting like a sergarid “stinging like an adder,” as “the poison
of dragons,” “the cruel venom of asps, “ and whioé Holy Ghost had selected as the emblem of
the wrath of God Almighty? Is it probable that levgthatto the guests after they had used the
wine provided by the host, and which, it is claimeds intoxicating?

But wherein was the miraclé¥e read in Matthew 15:34 that Christ fed four treo
persons, and in Mark 6:38 that he fed five thougaerdons, in each case upon a few loaves and
fishes, taking up seven and twelve baskets of feads In these cases, Christ ghidtanty what,
by the laws of nature which he had ordained, itlddiave taken months to grow and ripen into
wheat. So in the case of the wine, Christ, by sugteral and superhuman rapidity, produced that
marvellous conversion of water into the “pure bla@ddhe grape” which, by his own established
law of nature, takes place annually through a seienonths, as the vine draws up the water
from the earth, and transmutes it into the purewarfdrmented juice found in the rich, ripe
clusters on the vine.

In Psalm 104:14, 15, we read: “That he may brinthféood out of the earth, and wine that
maketh glad the heart of man.” Here the juice efghape which is produced out of the earth is
called wine. This wine was made by the direct l&od — that law by which the vine draws
water from the earth and transmutes it into puieejin the clusters.

| am happy to state that this is not a modern pnégation, forced out by the pressure of the
wine question, but was also entertained by they éatthers.

St. Augustine, born A.D. 354, thus explains thisacle: “For he on that marriage-day made
wine in the six jars which he ordered to be filleith water — he who now makes it every year
in the vines; for, as what the servants had pountecthe water — jars was turned into wine by
the power of the Lord, so, also, that which theidepour forth is turned into wine by the power
of the self-same Lord. But we cease to wonder atwhdone every year; its very frequency
makes astonishment to fail.” Bible Commentaryp. 305.

Chrysostom, born A.D. 344, says: “Now, indeed, mglplain that it is he who changes into
wine the water in the vines and the rain drawn yifhe roots. He produced instantly at the
wedding-feast that which is formed in the plantinigia long course of time.” -Bible
Commentaryp. 305.

Dr. Joseph Hall, Bishop of Norwich, England, in @66ays: “What doeth he in the ordinary
way of nature but turn the watery juice that arigedrom the root into wine? He will only do
this, now suddenly and at once, which he does lysakensible degrees= Bible
Commentaryp. 305.

The critical Dr. Trench, now Archbishop of Dublsgys: “He who each year prepares the
wine in the grape, causing it to drink up and swath the moisture of earth and heaven, to
transmute this into its own nobler juices, concaetl all those slower processes now into the act
of a single moment, and accomplished in an instéwatt ordinarily he does not accomplish but
in months.”—Bible Commentaryp. 305.

_47_



We have the highest authority that alcohol is nanfl in any living thing, and is not a
process of life. Sir Humphry Davy says of alcolitilhas never been found ready formed in
plants.”

Count Chaptal, the eminent French chemist, sayatuié never forms spirituous liquors; she
rots the grape upon the branch, but d@rswhich converts the juice into (alcoholic) wine.”

Dr. Henry Monroe, in hisecture on Alcoholsays: “Alcohol is nowhere to be found in any
product of nature; was never created by God; bessentially an artificial thing prepared by man
through the destructive process of fermentation.”

Professor Liebig says: “It is contrary to all sobdes of research to regard the vital process
of an animal or a plant as the cause of fermemtafibe opinion that they take any share in the
morbidprocess must be rejected as an hypothesis destftatesupport. In all fungi, analysis
has detected the presence of sugar, which durengithl process is not resolved into alcohol and
carbonic acid, but AFTER THEIR DEATH. It is the yeeverse of the vital process to which
this effect must be ascribed. Fermentation, puttiefa, and decay are processes of
decomposition.” See notes on 1 Timothy 4:4.

Can it be seriously entertained that Christ shdwydhis miraculous power, makécohol,an
article abundantly proved not to be found in adl thnges of his creation? Can it be believed that
he, by makinglcohol,sanctions the making of it and the giving of itise creatures, when he,
better than all others, knew that it, in the phat been the cause of the temporal and eternal ruin
of myriads, and which, in all the ages to come, li@alunge myriads upon myriads into the
depths of eternal damnation?

The Rev. Dr. Jacobus says: “All who know of the @grthen used, well understand the
unfermented juice of the grape. The present wihdgmsalem and Lebanon, as we tasted them,
were commonly boiled and sweet, without intoxicgtijualities, such as we here get in liquors
called wines. The boiling prevents fermentationo§dnwere esteemed the best wines which were
least strong.” — Comments on John 2:1-11.

This festive occasion furnishes no sanction foruse of the alcoholic wines of commerce at
weddings at the present time, much less for theotifeem on other occasions.

Acts 2:13: “Others mocking said, These men areduliew wine.”

To account for the strange fact that unletteredl€zads, without previous study, could speak
a multitude of languages, the mockers implied thege drunk, and that it was causedneyv
wine (gleukos). Here are two improbabilities. The fisstthat drinking alcoholic wine could
teach men languages. We know that such wines makeatkative and garrulous; and we also
know that their talk is very silly and offensive.dll the ages, and with the intensest desire to
discover a royal way to knowledge, no one but tlmesekers has hit upon alcohol as an
immediate and successful teacher of languages.

The second improbability is, thgkeukosnhew wine, would intoxicate. This is the only place
in the New Testament where this word occurs. Doansg.exiconrender gleukos, “new,
unfermented wine-must.” Frofiglukus, sweet, agreeable to the taste;” where oinos is
understood, “sweet wine made by boiling grapes.”

Dr. E. Robinson, quoting classical authoritiesjriEgfgleukos,'must-grape-juice
unfermented;” but, seemingly with no other authotfitan the mockers, adds: “Acts 2:13: Sweet
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wine, fermented and intoxicating.”

Dr. S. T. Bloomfield says: “Gleukos, noéw-madeavine, which is thgropersignification of
the word (for that is forbidden by thiene of the yegr butnew, i.e sweet wine, which is very
intoxicating.”

Rev. T. S. Green’kexicon, gleukosthe unfermented juice of the grape, must; hensegs
new wine. Acts 2:13. From glukus, sweet. Jamed,32; Romans 10:9, 10.”

Science teaches that, when by fermentation ther ssigarned into alcohol, the sweetness of
the juice is gone. Thus, sweet means, as the legistate, unfermented wine.

Kitto, ii. 955, says: “Gleukosnust,in common usage, sweet or new wine. It only occurs
once in the New Testament (Acts 2:13). Josephuleaptphe term to the wine represented as
being pressed out of the bunch of grapes by thaiArnoo-choos into the cup of the royal
Pharaoh.” Professor C. Anthon says: “The sweetraménted juice of the grape is termed
gleukos:.

Smith, in hisGreek and Roman Antiquitiesays, “The sweet, unfermented juice of the grape
was termedylukosby the Greeks, amtiustunby the Romans; the latter word being properly an
adjective, signifying new or fresh.”

Rev. Albert Barnes, on Acts 2:13, remarks: “Newe\jglukos) —this word properly means
the juice of the grape which distils before a puesss applied, and calledust.lt was sweet
wine, and hence the word in Greek meaning sweegwas to it. The ancients, it is said, had
the art of preserving their new wine, with the geculavor before fermentation, for a
considerable time, and were in the habit of drigkirin the morning.”

Dr. William Smith’sDictionary of the Biblearticle Wine, says, “A certain amount of juice
exuded from the ripe fruit before the treading canoed. This appears to have been kept
separate from the rest of the juice, and to hakedd the sweet win@lukos,new wine) noticed
in Acts 2:13.” “The wine was sometimes preserveilsunfermented state, and drunknagst”

It was, indeed, the most consummate irony and #ry for those mockers to say that the
apostles were drunk agteukosnew wine, and full as reliable was the statemeatt theing thus
drunk, they could intelligently and coherently dp&aa number of languages of which, up to
that day, they had been ignorant. Peter denieshthge, and fortifies his denial by the fact that i
was only the third hour of the day, answering torane A.M. This was the hour for the morning
sacrifice. It was not usual for men to be drunkstearly (1 Thessalonians 5:7). It was a well-
known practice of the Jews not to eat or drinklwafter the third hour of the day. As distilled
spirits were not known until the ninth centurywis altogether an improbable thing that they
could have thus early been drunk on the weak woh&alestine. As the evidence, both ancient
and modern, is thafleukoshew wine, was unfermented, and therefore not in&tixg, this
passage testifies in favor of two kinds of wine.

Acts 24:25, “Reasoned of temperance.” “The Enghsind temperance,’saysBib. Com.p.
317, “is derived directly from the Latiemperantiathe root of which is found in the Greek
temo, temno, tempty cut off. Hencaemperantigtemperance), as a virtue, is the cutting-off of
that which ought not to be retained — self restriom, not inthe use of whatever is
pernicious, useless, or dangerous.” There is ngtiminhis text, or its surroundings, which
intimates that Paul aimed to persuade Felix to imecamoderate drinkerThe case was more
urgent and momentous. This Roman governor of Judsaa licentious man, then living in open
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adultery; he was an unjust magistrate, and reckieah retribution except that of Caesar. Paul,
therefore, so probed his conscience with his reagemupon righteousness, self-control and
responsibility to God, his Creator and final Judbef he trembled.

Rom. 13:13, “Drunkenness.” the Greek wardtheemeans drunkenness. This was common
in Rome, and Paul wisely exhorted the Christiaesetho avoid it. There is, it will be noticed,
the same prohibition of rioting, chambering, anateaness, as of drunkenness. The argument
which uses this text in favor afioderate drinkings equally good in favor ahoderate rioting,
andchambering, and wantonness, and strife, and ensyAlbagree that in these total
abstinence is the only safe and Christian coursydiy not equally so in the matter of
drunkenness? The best and surest way to avoid einaeks is to have nothing to do with
alcoholic drinks, which produces it, especiallyaisirunkards are only made out of moderate
drinkers.

STUMBLING-BLOCKS.

Romans 14:13, “But judge this rather, that no matnepstumbling-block, or an occasion to
fall, in his brother’'s way.” Two words demand exaation.

1. Proskommawhich Donnegan renders, “Stumble, a trip or fate@,san obstacle, an
impediment; in general, a hindrance. ‘New Testament Lexicolletaphorically, “stumbling-
block, an occasion of sinning, means of inducingito’— Romans 14:13 and 1 Corinthians 8:9.

2. SkandalonDonnegan, “Cause of offence or scandak‘New Testament Lexicon.
“Cause or occasion of sinning.”

In the context, Paul dissuades from judging ondgharaoncerning clean and unclean meats
(verses 3 and 14), as a matter of comparativelyl sntament. But he urges, as a most
momentous matter, that Christians should so regualidtheir conduct, socially and religiously,
as not to put a stumbling-block, or an occasiofalipin the way of his brother. Thus he
establishes a principle of action universally bingdin all ages and under all circumstances. This
compels every Christian disciple prayerfully to genthis questioro the social drinking
usages of the present time put a stumbling-blackn@ccasion to fall, in the way?

No one will maintain, however social they may battthey are the means of grace, or that
they promote spirituality. It must, on the othentiabe admitted that they do circumscribe the
usefulness of all, and seriously injure the spality of many. No one who uses alcoholic drinks,
and furnishes them to his guests, can say theymd injury. He is not a reliable judge in his
own case. Others see and deplore the decline ritugity and the increased power of
worldliness which he makes evident.

The point particularly to be regarded is the inflce exerted upon those invited to your
festive gatherings, and to whom you offer the intating drinks, even so pressing them as to
overcome reluctance, and perhaps conscientiousatmms. Do you not thus put a stumbling-
block, an impediment, a hindrance, in the way ef@hnristian usefulness and spiritual progress
of your brother-perhaps younger in years, andenctiurch, than yourself? Do not these prove a
cause of offence and of scandal, of sinning arfdlbfg? Where are many who once were
active, exemplary members of the churches? Alas!! éhey first learned to sip politely at the
fashionable party given by a church member, ansifiying acquired the appetite which led on
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to drunkenness and the drunkard’s grave. We caeadll mournful illustrations.

As others may not have the same cold temperamesaifecontrol as yourself, your example
is terrific upon the ardent temperament of the gpuor their sakes, the apostolic command
binds you to take this stumbling-block, this hinte, this occasion to sin and to fall, out of the
way of your brother. (See Romans 14:17 and 15:1-3.)

We should never forget what our Lord has said, Matt18:7, “Woe to the man by whom
the offence cometh! “Luke 17:1, “But woe unto hinndugh whom they [offences] come! It were
better for him that a millstone were hanged ab@ihbck, and he cast into the sea, than that he
should offend [cause to stumble or fall] one ofsthéttle ones.”

| can hardly believe that this subject has beeiosgly and prayerfully pondered by those
Christian professors who habitually spread intakncpdrinks before their guests, especially at
evening entertainments, where the young and unstisgere convened.

The great barrier which blocks the temperance meisrnot found among the drunkards nor
in the grog-shops, but in the circles of fashioml@&g as these drinks are found in the
fashionable parties and defended as the good cesatfiGod, so long the masses will be so
influenced as to be swept along with this feariie t

EXPEDIENCY.

Romans 14:14-21, “neither eat flesh nor drink wie¢;. Expediency necessarily admits the
lawfulness and propriety of the use of alcoholioks, but that, by reason of the evils which
come from theexcessiveise, men should totally abstain. This does notigelthe idea of
personal danger. It rather assumes it as a certhiat the abstainer can so use them as never to
exceed the boundaries of prudence. But becaush@fsp not so firm of nerve, or resolute of
purpose or power of self-government, we shouldaabs$h order to strengthen, encourage, and
save them. In this view, they feel fortified by theble decision of the Apostle Paul, “Wherefore,
if meat make my brother to offend, | will eat nesh while the world standeth, lest | make my
brother to offend.” In the Epistle to the Romars speaks of those converted from Judaism, but
who still felt bound to observe the ceremonial |l&@ther converts, satisfied that this law was
abolished, consequently made no distinction in médie former were offended by the practice
of the latter. To meet this case, the apostle stys,good neither to eat flesh nor drink wine,
nor anything whereby thy brother stumbleth, orffereded, or is made weak.”

To the Corinthians, 1, 8:4-13, he speaks of thesently converted from idolatry, and who
were troubled about the lawfulness of eating medish had been offered to idols and then sold
in the markets. Whilst he argues that the meatataos thus polluted, still, as “there is not in
every man that knowledge,” and as their weak cemseis would be defiled, he admonishes
those who were enlightened “to take heed lest gynagans this liberty of yours becomes a
stumbling-block to them that are weak.” He preséméssubject in the most solemn and
impressive manner, saying, “When ye sin so ag#émsbrethren, and wound their weak
conscience, ye sin against Christ.” the practiodl laenevolent conclusion to which he comes is,
“If meat make my brother to offend, | will eat nesgh while the world standeth, lest | make my
brother to offend.”
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Thus, in two applications, the doctrine of expedyeis fully stated. It is necessarily based
upon the lawfulness of the usage, and the righefdrof our liberty in the premises. 1
Corinthians 10:23, “All things are lawful unto mmyt all things are not expedient: all things are
lawful for me, but | will not be brought under thewer of any.” With Paul, expediency was not
the balancing of evils, nor the selfish defenca dbubtful usage; but the law of benevolence, so
controlling and circumscribing his liberty as t@pent any injury to the conscience of another.
“Even as | please all men in all things, not segkimne own profit, but the profit of many, that
they may be saved.” — | Corinthians 10:33.

The abstinence to which Paul alludes was lest #ekwonscience of a brother should be
wounded. This is not the precise use of the prlagipits application to temperance; for those
who drink do not plead conscience, and those wktaabdo not abstain because for them to
drink would wound the consciences of the drink8sfar from this, our drinking quiets and
encourages their consciences. No one can studgrtduignent of the apostle, and his further
statement in 1 Corinthians 9:19-23, and fail td fisebenevolent and constraining power. It
evolves a principle of action which we are boundetmgnize and apply to the necessities of our
fellow-men. It demands that we should deny oursefeethe purpose of doing good to others
who are exposed to evil. It is the giving up of tise of alcoholic drinks to recover others from
ruin, and to save more from taking the first stagte road to drunkenness.

Whilst | fully admit the doctrine of expediency, lagd down by the apostle, | am not quite
sure that the use which is generally made of itHercause of temperance may not be turned
against us. | am not certain that, as generallperged, it does not reflect most fearfully, though
undesignedly, upon the benevolence of the patsamophets, the apostles, and even of the
blessed Lord our Saviour.

| do not for a moment imagine, much less belielat the advocates of only alcoholic wines
intend to damage the benevolence of the divinedbavlet, when they strenuously claim that
he not only personally drank intoxicating wine, ndde a large quantity of it for the wedding-
guests, they throw shadows over his benevolencéiefabetter than all others, knew the
seductive and destructive influence of alcoholioks, as he could not only look back through
all the ages past, but also down through all thess &g come, and tell the myriads upon myriads
who by them would be made drunkards and fail of/eeaas he, better than all others,
understood the law of benevolence, and knew hquvéctise self-denial for the good of others.
But we hear not one word from him about expedieM¢élgat possible claim, then, can this
doctrine have upon his followers, if he, with all wonderfully accurate knowledge, not only did
not practise it, but did the reverse, and gavduhéorce of his personal example for the
beverage use of inebriating wines-nay, more, agteahployed his divine power in making, for a
festive occasion, a large quantity of intoxicatwige? Such is the fearful position in which these
alcoholic advocates logically, though unwittingiyace their blessed Lord and ours. But there is
no necessity for this dilemma, or for the encounaget it gives to the enemies of temperance.
The view we have taken, and, as we trust, prowdfactorily explains why neither the
patriarchs nor the prophets, why neither Christmsmapostles, had any occasion to adopt the
doctrine of expediency in its application to alclhtdrinks.

The grapes of Palestine being very sweet, andlithate at the vintage season very hot, by
the law of fermentation the juice would speedilgdrmme sour unless preserved by methods
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which prevented all fermentation. Having good reasobelieve that the wine Christ drank, and
which he made for the wedding, was the pure “blobithe grapes,” his example gave no
sanction to others who used intoxicating wines.

We all are aware that there are many thousanddedfigent Christians who have never yet
felt themselves bound by the argument for expedgieRaey find in it no authority, and it does
not bind their conscience. They seize upon theitalele fact that expediency implies the
lawfulness and propriety of the beverage use aftallic drinks, and ask, “Why is my liberty
judged by another man’s conscience?” There are waoyseriously doubt whether the
reformation can be completed whilst such personstefigence and influence are in the way.

At the present time, when there are only alcohwlites in the walks of commerce, and there
is not the choice which, we believe, obtained mdhays of Christ, and as these alcoholic
beverage are doing wild havoc among men, we felipgnize the law of benevolence as a
divine law, and as binding upon every individuale Wold that this law demands that we practise
total abstinence, not simply for our own persoiééty or that of our family, but especially for
the good of others, that they may be rescued flemwiay of the destroyer, or, what is better,
effectually prevented from taking the first steghis road to perdition. We, then, that are strong,
ought to bear the infirmities of the weak and rnleape ourselves. Let every one of us please his
neighbor for his good to edification. For even Ghpleased not himself; but, as it is written, “the
reproaches of them that reproached thee fell oitR@mans 15:1-3.

1 Corinthians 6:9-11, “Covetous nor drunkardswilt be noticed that drunkards are here
classed with fornicators, adulterers, effemindig\es, covetous, etc., all of whom, continuing
such, “shall not inherit the kingdom of God.” To#éddstinencérom all these is a necessity. So
long as mere moderation in them is concerned, tkare hope of reformation; nay, so long as
any participation in them is concerned, there isalgation. The moderate use of intoxicating
drinks is unsafe; for strong men, in all statioh&fe, have fallen, and died drunkards, and many
are following on. Total abstinence is the scriptdctrine for all, and from all the practices
which expose men to the sins which shut them obealen. Christ taught “lead us not into
temptation,” and Paul exhorts “that no man puuansting-block, or an occasion to fall, in his
brother’s way.”

1 Corinthians 6:12, “All things lawful, etc., natgedient.” See Romans 14:14-21.

1 Corinthians 8:4-13, “Meat made to offend,” eteeRRomans 14:14-21.

1 Corinthians 10:22-30, “Sold in shambles, eat;” 8ee Romans 14:14-21.

1 Corinthians 9:25, “Temperate.” the Greek wentratiais by Donnegan rendered “self-
command, self-control, temperance, mastery ovep#ssions;” Robinson and others, N. T.
Lexicons, “self-control, continence, temperancesé &\cts 24.25, Galatians 5:23, and 2 Peter 1.
6, 4:5. In the text, it is the power of self-comtiar continence, as one striving for the mastery.
Dr. Whitby says, “Observing a strict abstinencet” Bloomfield, “extreme temperance and even
abstinence.” Horace says of the competitor fortQhanpic games, “He abstains from Venus and
Bacchus.” Dr. Clarke states that the regimen intlbloth quantity and quality, carefully
abstaining from all things that might render the&sslable for the combat. The best modern
trainers prohibit the use of beer, wine, and spifihe apostle, having thus illustrated, by
reference to the competitors of the Olympic garhesidea of temperance, to wibtal
abstinenceadds, as an encouragement, “They do it to obtaorraptible crown, but we an
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incorruptible.” Here is no warrant for moderatentting, or for those fashionable circles of
festivity where the sparkling wines sear the casrsoe, deaden spirituality, and unfit the
Christian professor for that conflict with the wabrthe flesh, and the devil, the tripartite allianc
which he must overcome, or for ever perish. Seat@als 5:19-23, and notes on Acts 24:25.

1 Corinthians 11:20-34, “Hungry and drunkenViéthuej drunken, being used as antithetical
to peina,hungry, requires to be understood in the genensesefsatiated,and not in the
restricted and emphatic sense of intoxicated. BhaPaul should thus have employed it is in
harmony with the fact that he was familiar with t€X. translation of the O.T., where such a
use of the word frequently occurs. Genesis 433k and were merry;’ Psalm 23:5, ‘Cup
runneth over Psalm 36:8, ‘Abundantly satisfied with tfetnessof thy house;’ Psalm 65:10,
‘Settlest the furrows,i.e., saturateJeremiah 31:14 Satiatethe soul of my priests with fatness;’
Canticles 5:1, “Drinlkabundantlyor be satiated;’ Proverbs 5:19, ‘Let her breastssfythee.” A
large collection of such texts, illustrating thege ofmethuowill be found in the works of Dr.
Lees, vol. ii, showing its application to food,rtolk, to water, to blood, to oil, as well as to win
— Bib. Com.p. 340.

Archbishop Newcome, on John 2:10 and 1 Corinthidn21, says, “The worthethuedoes
not necessarily denote drunkenness. The word magtel@bundance without excess.”

Bloomfield, in loco, says, “It is rightly remarkday the ancient commentators that thgon
oppositirequires the word to be interpreted onlysafietyin both drinking and eating. We need
not suppose anyrunkennessr gluttony. SeeNotes of Joh2:10. The fault with which they are
charged isensuality and selfishneasa meal united with the eucharistical feast.” -et. . p.

143.

Donnegan definesiethuo,'to drink unmixed wine, to drink wine especiallyfastivals; to
be intoxicated,; to drink to excess.” Robinson,§eodrunk; to get drunk; hence, to carouse.”
Green, “to be intoxicated.”

We have thus given a sample of the authoritieheruse of this Greek word. It must be plain
that the critical students of the New Testamennateall of the opinion that the Corinthian
brethren were guilty of drunkenness. Admitting ttet word, in this particular place, means to
be intoxicated, it proves that there were inelwgtirinks, which no one denies, but it cannot
prove that these were tbaly kind then used, especially as the word has a geokaracter and
a large application.

The facts of the case are instructive. These ctéi@m idolatry, mistaking the Lord’s
Supper for a feast, easily fell into their forméolatrous practices. The rich brought plentifulfy o
their viands, and gave themselves selfishly taviggt The poor, unable thus to provide, were a
body by themselves, and were left to go hungrys Tiscrimination between the rich and the
poor was “a despising of the house of God,” and avagnchristian act, which the apostle
condemned. It is not stated that all the members @erinken, for the narrative expressly says,
“One is hungry, and another is drunken,” which dieendicates that a portion were not drunken.
As the poor are generally the majority in churchles,strong probability is that a minority only
were offenders in prostituting the ordinance antheaxmatter of drinking. If an intoxicating wine
was used on this occasion by the rich church mesnliken they turned the Lord’s Supper into a
common festive occasion, it furnishes no evideheg¢ $uch wine was the proper element for the
Scriptural celebration of that ordinance. Paulmaeted the Supper as originally instituted, and
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restored it to its proper celebration. It is wortifynotice that he says, 10:16, “The cup of

blessing which we bless, is it not the communiothefblood of Christ; the bread which we
break, is it not the communion of the body of Ci?rige cannot drink the cup of the Lord and the
cup of devils. Ye cannot be partakers of the Lotdide and the table of devils.” The contrast
between the tables and the cups is apostolic atdigtive. Their table and the cup they used
were the devil’'s. The proper table and the properwere the Lord’s. If their cup contained that
which was intoxicating, it was, as Paul declares,devil’s cup; but the cup which contained that
which was the opposite, and was not intoxicatings vas the apostle teaches, the Lord’s cup, the
cup of blessing.

Galatians 5:19-24, “Drunkenness and temperance2"Aostle Paul draws a striking
contrast between the works of the flesh and thiésfof the Spirit. Of the former he says, “Now
the works of the flesh are manifest, which areghadultery, fornication, uncleanness,
lasciviousness, idolatry, witchcraft, hatred, vace, emulations, wrath, strife, seditions, hergsies
envyings, murders, drunkenness, revellings, and bkie; of the which | tell you before, as |
have also told you in time past, that they whicltsdoh things cannot inherit the kingdom of
God.”

Of the latter he says, in immediate connection@mdrast , But the fruit of the Spirit is love,
joy, peace, long suffering, gentleness, goodnegs, ineekness, temperance: against such there
is no law. And they that are Christ’s have crudfibe flesh with the affections and lusts.”
Temperance, which is self-restrafrdm, andnotin, the use of whatever is injurious, is here
placed in opposition to drunkenness. To be safdistaim. See Notes on Acts 24:25 and 1
Corinthians 9:25.

Ephesians 5:18, “Be not drunk with wine, whereiexsess; but be filled with the Spirit.” In
this placepinoemost probably designates an intoxicating liquioe. word translated excess is
asotia, literally unsavablenesi$.is a word compounded of a, privative or negatandsozo.to
save, and thus defined by the lexicon, “The digmosand the life of one who &sotos,
abandoned, recklessly debauched, profligacy, dissoéss, debauchery.” Ephesians 5:18; Tit.
1.6; 1 Peter 4:4.

The apostle here contrasts inebriating wine andHtblg Spirit. He warns men against the
wine, and exhorts them to be filled with the Splitie presents a practical antithesis between
fulness of wine and fulness of the Divine Spiritf an antithesis between one state of fulness
and another — mere effects — but an antithesistipgitto anintrinsic contrariety of nature and
operation,between the sources of such fulness, viz., inebgatine and the Holy Spirit."—

Bib. comp. 353. The excess does not, then, so much apfhe tpuantityof wine used as to the
mental and moral condition of the person; sincentbed asotiadenotes such entire dissoluteness
of mind and heart as to forbid the hope of salvatio

The apostle properly warns the Ephesian convedmsithe feasts of Bacchus, where the
votaries were made mad by wine and debauching sbagsn contrast, exhorts them to be filled
with the Spirit; and, instead of the noisy, siiykt and songs of the bacchanalians, to manifest
their joy and happiness in psalms and hymns andusdisongs, thus making melody in their
hearts unto the Lord.

Olshausen, referring to Luke 1:15, thus commemsri feels the want of a strengthening
through spiritual influences from without; insteafdseeking for these in the Holy Spirit, he, in
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his blindness, has recourse to the natural sfhat,is, to wine and strong drinks. Therefore,
according to the point of view of the Law, the Olelstament recommends abstinence from wine
and strong drinks, in order to preserve the sad from all merely natural influences, and by
that means to make it more susceptible of the dipesaof the Holy Spirit.”

The soul filled with the Holy Spirit will not craven intoxicating beverage to cheer and
enliven.

Philippians 4:5, “Let your moderation be known uatbmen. The Lord is at hand.” There is
not the slightest evidence, either from the oripward or the context, that this text has the
remotest reference to moderate drinking. The Gwesrkl epieikee®ccurs five times: thrice it is
rendered gentle, once patient, and once moderdti@ach case, reference is made to the state of
the mind, and it might be properly translated, yair moderation of mindbe known unto all
men. Robinson rendeitsmeet,suitable, proper. The reason given for moderasofilihe Lord is
at hand.” How strange to say to the drinkers, Drimdderately, for the Lord is at hand! But to the
Christians at Philippi, then suffering persecutighs exhortation had point: Let your moderation
— that is, your patience, gentleness, mildnesqrmety — be known to all men, as a testimony
in favor of Christianity. The Lord is at hand isn@tive of encouragement.

Colossians 2:16, “Let no man, therefore, judge ipomeat or drink,” etc.

This has no reference to a distinction of drinkéeasnented or unfermented, dangerous or
safe, but to those regarded as clean or uncleaat.ig;hproper according to the Jewish law, for
the context names holy days, new moon, and Sala@gth-The point is here since this law has
fulfilled its mission and ceased, therefore useryolristian liberty, and no man must be allowed
to condemn you for not now conforming to the regmients of that abrogated law.

1 Thessalonians 5:7, “They that be drunken arekdmuim the night.” This simply states a
fact in that age, but implies no approbation obxntating drinks. The ancient heathen regarded
being drunk in the daytime as indecent. In contnattt the stupidity, sensuality, and darkness in
which the heathen lived, the exhortation to thei€tians who are of the day is to be sober. The
Greek words nee-phomen, from neephadyich occurs six times, and is four times rendered
sober, and twice watch. The idea of vigilant cirspection and abstinence is impressed by all
the context. The classical lexicon defimephoby — “sobrius sum, vigilo, non bib;— to be
sober, vigilant, not to drink. Donnegan, “To liveséemiously, to abstain from wine;”
metaphorically, “to be sober, discreet, wise, amspect, or provident, to act with prudence.”
Robinson’sNew Testament LexicofT,o be sober, temperate, abstinent, especiallgspect of
wine.” The late Dean Alford admits that the oridimeord means “abstinence from wine.” This
sobriety is associated with putting on the Chnstaamor, and it is the call for vigilant
wakefulness, having all the powers of mind and hadyoper condition.

1 Timothy 3:2, 3, “Not given to wine.” The ApostRaul, in this first letter to Timothy,
whom he calls his “own son in the faith,” namestd@n qualifications for a bishop or pastor. “A
bishop, then, must be blameless, the husband olvdegvigilant, sober, of good behaviour,
given to hospitality, apt to teach; not given tmeyino striker, not greedy of filthy lucre; but
patient, not a brawler, not covetous. “The languagmperative,;Must be; thus designating that
these qualifications are indispensable. He spaklte auithority, being inspired of God.

It is not my purpose to examine each of theseatrt but to call attention to three of them,
as bearing particularly on the duty of abstinetrcéhe Authorized Version, we redtigilant,
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sober, not given to wirieThat we may the more perfectly understand themmegof these, we
must look at the original Greek words used by theste.

Vigilant. -The Greek isieephalior{Strong’s # 3524] which Donnegan’gxiconrenders
“abstemious; that abstairespeciallyfrom wine” Hence, “sober, discreet, circumspect,
cautious.” Robinson’slew Testament Lexicalefines the word, “Sober, temperatspecially in
respect tovine” In N. T., trop., “sober-minded, watchful, circupect.” In the adjective form,
the word occurs only in 1 Timothy 3:2, 11, and $ifu2, from the verbecphowhich Donnegan
defines, “To live abstemiously, to abstain from &inGreen’sNew Testament Lexicohlo be
sober, not intoxicated; metaphorically, to be \agtl circumspect.

Sober. —The Greek isophrona[Strong’s # 4998] Donnegan, “That is, of sound dnamd
good understanding; sound in intellect, not derdngeelligent, discreet, prudent, or wise.”
Green, “Sound; of a sound mind, sane, staid, teatpediscreet, 1 Timothy 3:2; Titus 1:8; 2:3.
Modest, chaste, Titus 2:5.” Macknight, “Sound minde who governs his passions, prudent.”
Bloomfield, “Sober-minded, orderly.”

Not given tavine. — The Greek imee-paroinon: meg¢Strong’s # 3361] a negative particle,
not; paroinon[Strong’s # 3943] compounded péra, a preposition governing the genitive (of,
from, on the part of), the dative (at, by, neathyithe accusative (together, with, to, towards,
by, near, at, next to); aradnos,wine. Literally, not at, by, near, or with wine. i§Hooks
considerably likdotal abstinencelt applies equally to private habits and publicdect. Notice
the careful steps of the progress. He mustdephalionabstinent, sober in body, that he may be
sophronasound in mind, and that his influence may be uninegameeparionnot with or near
wine. We find in this passage no countenance ®mnbderate use of intoxicating wine, but the
reverse, the obligation to abstain totally.

“Not given to wine” is certainly a very liberal tralation, and shows how the usages of the
day unconsciously influenced the translators. “@heientparoinoswas a man accustomed to
attend drinking-parties.” Thus the Christian miergs required not only to be personally sober,
but also to withhold his presence and sanction fitoamse assemblies where alcoholic drinks are
used, endangering the sobriety of himself and sther

That both Paul and Timothy understood that totatinbnce was an essential qualification
for the Christian pastor, is evident from the caarpte of Timothy. In this same letter, verse 23,
Paul advises Timothy, “Drink no longer water, bséa little wine for thy stomach’s sake and
thine often infirmities.” The fact is plain thatiothy, in strict accordance with the direction,
“not given to wine,” that is, not with or near wineas a total abstainer. The recommendation to
“use a little wine” is exceptional, and strictly dieinal. As there existed in the roman Empire, in
which Timothy travelled, a variety of wines, diffeg from each other in character, we cannot
decideex cathedrathat it was alcoholic wine that Paul recommenddidyPColumella, Philo,
and others state that many of the wines of theinuaduced “headaches, dropsy, madness, and
stomach complaints-Nott,London Ed. p. 96. We can hardly believe that Peacbmmended
these. Yet these strikingly designate the effetamholic wines. The same writers tell us that
wines destitute of all strength were exceedinglpl@bome and useful to the bodglubre
corporis. Plinymentions a wine in good reputaduminon —that is, without power, without
strength. He patrticularly states that the winestradapted to the sick ar&tilissim umvinum
omnibus sacco viiibus fractisihich the alcoholic wine men translate, “Fortalk sick, wine is
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most useful when its forces have been broken bgttlagner.” We do not object to this rendering,
since the wine must be harmless when its forceghnik alcohol, are broken. The Latin word
fractisis fromfrango,to break in pieces, to dash in pieces, which irtdethe thoroughness of
the work done by the “Sacco,” strainer or filtehat the force which the filter breaks is
fermentation, is evident from the next sentenclioly. (See item “Filtration,” earlier in this
work.) Horace, lib. i. ode 17, speaks of theocents Lesbiinnocent Lesbian, which Professor
C. Smart renders “unintoxicating.” Timelphin Notes td{orace say, “The ancients filtered their
wines repeatedly before they could have fermemtad.thus thdaeceswhich nourish the
strength of the wine being taken away, they rerditire wine itself more liquid, weaker, lighter,
sweeter, and more pleasant to drink.”

Again, Horace tells his friend Maecenas to drituadred glasses, without fear of
intoxication. (See previous page in this volume.)

Athenaeus says of the sweet Lesbian, “Let him sak@et wingglukus),either mixed with
water or warmed, especially that calf@dtropos,as being very good for the stomach-"Nott,
London Ed. p. 96, andlible Commentar74.

Protroposwas, according to PlingMustum quodsponte profluit antequam uvae calcernitur.
“The mustwhich flows spontaneously from the grapes.Nett, London Ed. p. 80.

Donnegan defines it, “Wine flowing from the grajpefore pressure.”

Smith’sGreek and Roman AntiquitieéShat which flowed from the clusters, in consequenc
of their pressure upon each other, to which thabitants of Mytelene gave the name
protropos’

Why not treat Paul with common politeness, notaypsonesty, and, as he so emphatically
required that a bishop should “not be with or ne@re,” believe that when he recommended
Timothy to “use a little wine” medicinally, he hageference to such wine as Pliny says was “most
useful for the sick,” whose “forces have been brolg the strainer,” or filter? As the
recommendation was not for gratification, but fagdicine, to Timothy personally, a sick man,
and only a little at that, it gives no more couatece for the beverage use of wine for any one,
and especially for those in health, than does tasqgpiption of castor-oil by the physician for the
beverage use of that article.

The case of Timothy, a total abstainer, illustrated enforces the inspired declaration that a
bishopmust bevigilant, that is, abstinent; sober, that is, sbimmind; and not given to wine,
that is, not with or near wine. If all who are nowthe sacred office would follow literally and
faithfully the requirements which Paul lays dowNOT WITH OR NEAR WINE,” the number
of total abstainers would be greatly increasedcthese of temperance would be essentially
promoted, and the good of the community permanesityired; for, according to Paul, total
abstinence is an indispensable qualification fpastor.

1 Timothy 3:8., Deacons — “not given to much wine.”

This is held as evidence not only that they migtg some wine, but also that the wine was
intoxicating. The Greek worpgrosekooccurs twenty-four times, and is eight times reader
beware; six times, take heed; four, gave heed;gwigg heed; two, gave attendance; one,
attended; one, had regard; one, given to wine.i&oloi's rendering is, “to give or devote one’s
self to anything;” and other lexicons, “be addictedengage in, be occupied with,” as in 1
Timothy 1:4; 3:8. The deacons of the primitive athas were converts mostly from idolatry, and
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in their unconverted state were accustomed to vohysness and sensuality.

In the previous pages, we have seen that thosewgl®dissipated and voluptuous preferred
the wine whose strength had been broken by tteg, fliiecause it enable them to drink largely
without becoming intoxicated. They used varioushuods to promote thirst. These voluptuous
drinkers continued at times all night at their fea¥xcessive drinking, even of uninebriating
drinks, was a vice prevalent in the days of Stl,Rmd corresponded to gluttony, also common
— the excessive use of food, but not of an intaxcekind.” — Bible Commentaryp. 368. Paul
is simply guarding the deacons against a vice efithy.

Such devotion to any kind of wine showed a voluptress unseemly in one holding office
in the church of Christ. “To argue that, forbiddimgich wine, Paul approves of the use of some
wine, and of any and every sort, is to adopt a najdeterpretation dangerous and wholly
inconsistent with common usage.” When applied éodlause, “not greedy of filthy lucre,” it
would sanction all avarice and trade craftinesstsbfdhat greed which is mean and reckless.”
But Paul, and other inspired writers, make all toueness to be idolatry, and not to be once
named, much less practised by the saints, evennatetie

1 Timothy 3:11, “Wives, be sober.” The same Greekdns in verse 2 rendered vigilant, and
which Donnegan renders abstemious, that abstapscwlly from wine. The N. T. Greek
lexicons define it, “temperate, abstinent in respeaevine.”

1 Timothy 4:4, “Every creature of God is good,”.€fbis text has no reference to drinks of
any kind, but is directly connected with the mewmed in verse 3, and which some had
forbidden to be eaten. These, the apostle say$) &ereceived and used, because they are the
creatures of God, and by him given for the goothah. The original worthromaoccurs
seventeen times, and is always rendered meat aats nexcept once, victuals. Robinson,
eatables, food, i.esolid food opposed to milk. 1 Corinthians 3:2. kans food of all kinds
proper to be eaten. But alcohol is not meat inssamse. It is not food; it will not assimilate, nor
does it incorporate itself with any part of the po8ays Dr. Lionel S. Beale, Physician to King’'s
College Hospital, England, “Alcohol does not actasl; it does not nourish tissues.” Dr. James
Edmunds, of London, says, “Alcohol is, in factatied by the human systemt as food, but as
an intruder and as a poison.

In keeping with this is the statement, 1 SamueB25'When the wine was gone out of
Nabul.” This is singularly accurate, and accordthwhe most approved discoveries of science,
viz., “that intoxication passes off because theladt goes out of the body — being expelled
from it by all the excretory organs as an intrudéo and disturber of the living house which God
has fearfully and wonderfully made.” Dr Willard Rar, of New York, has used the same
illustration.

The testimony of Dr. J. W. Beaumont, Lectureldateria Medicain Sheffield Medical
School, England, is “Alcoholic liquors are not ntibus, they are not a tonic, they are not
beneficial in any sense of the word.”

The original grant for food reads, Genesis 1:2%®H&d, | have given you every herb bearing
seed which is upon the face of the earth, and dvegyin the which is the fruit of a tree yielding
seed; to you it shall be for meat.” Verse 31: “ABdd saw everything that he had made, and
behold it was very good.”

The original grant extended only to vegetables. s€heere for meat, literally “fagating; or
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that which is to be eaten. Every direct produdhefearth fit for food is here given to man. The
design was to sustain life. Hence, whatever witlassimilate and repair the waste is not food,
and not proper for the use of man.

Who imagines, when the work of creation was fingsitat alcohol could then be found in
any living thing fresh from the hand of the Crea@t@od, by his direct act, does not make
alcohol. The laws of nature, if left to themselwds not produce it. By these laws, the grapes
ripen; if not eaten, they rot and are decomposkd.ranufacture of alcohol is wholly man’s
device. The assertion that alcohol is in sugar,iaral unfermented saccharine substances which
are nutritious, is contradicted by chemical sciede saccharine matter is nutritious, but
fermentation changes the sugar into alcohol, bkprocess all the sugar is destroyed, and, as
the alcohol contains no nitrogen, it cannot maketlor help to repair bodily waste. The
testimony of eminent chemists is very decided Hsimphry Davy, in hiAgricultural
Chemistry says of alcohol, “It has never been found readyéat in plants.” Count Chaptal, the
great French chemist, says, “Nature never form#wspus liquors; she rots the grape upon the
branches, but it is art which converts the juide f@lcoholic) wine.”

Professor Turner, in hiShemistry affirms the nonnatural character of alcohol, “ledoot
exist readyformed in plantsbut is a product of the vinous fermentations preeelsich must be
initiated, superintended, and, at a certain stgatested by art.Bible Commentarp. 370.

Dr. Henry Monroe, of England, Lecturer on Mediaatigprudence, says, “Alcohol is
nowhere to be found in any product of nature, wagencreated by God, but is essentially an
artificial thing prepared by man through the dediue process of fermentation.”

*The four following experiments tell their own tale

“1. One pound of fully ripe grapes (black Hambungg)ye put into a glass retort, with half a
pint of water, and distilled very slowly, until #e fluid-ounces had passed into the receiver. This
product had no alcoholic smell. it was put intavea8 glass retort, with an ounce of fused
chloride of calcium, and distilled very slowly,| @ quarter fluid-ounce was drawn; this second
educt had no smell of alcohol; nor was it, in thghtest degree, inflammable.”

“2 and 3. A flask was filled with grapes, none dfieh had been deprived of their stalks, and
it was inverted in mercury. Another flask was filleith grapes from which the stalks had been
pulled, and many of them otherwise were bruiseds Tlask was also inverted in mercury. The
flasks were placed, for five days, in a room ofdélverage temperature of about.70

“In the perfect grapes no change was perceivabldnd bruisedrapes, putrefactiohad
proceeded to an extent, in each grape, proporgdoahe degree of injury it had sustained; the
sound parts of each continued unchanged.”

“4. The grapes were now removed from the flaskd,the juice expressed from each. The
juice from the bruised grapes had not an alcohblit aputrescentlavor. The juice from the
sound grapes was perfectly sweet.

“Both these juices were placed in tightly corkedgphhalf-filled, and subjected to a proper
fermenting temperature. IT WAS THREE DAYS before °OMMENCEMENT of
fermentation, in each, was indicated by the evolutf carbonic acid gas, as also by the color of
the alcohol, and of the aromatic oils always geteeran such cases. |, therefore, still believe it t
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be a FACT that grapes do not produce alcohol;itlzain result only where the juice has been
expressed from them, and then sotldenly;and that, where the hand of man interferes not,
alcohol is never formed.” — J. Spence, Chemish&Yorkshire Agricultural Society; F. R.
Lees, Appendix B, pp. 198 and 199.

These justify the statement of Dr. Lees, that ‘eitripened nor rotting grapes ever contain
alcohol.”

For the views of Professor Liebig on fermentatsee “Fermentation,” in this treatise, “Lo,
this have | found,” saith the wise man (Ecclesm3t29), “that God made man upright, but they
have sought out many inventions.”

The things created for food, and which are to lbeive@d with thanksgiving, are those which
are in their natural and wholesome condition, aheciwnourish and strengthen the body, and not
those which are in the process of decompositiotteRdruits of all kinds are rejected as
innutritious and unwholesome. So also are decayiegts. It is a strange perversion of all
science, as well as of common sense, to rank athengood creatures of God alcohol, which is
found in no living plant, but which is to be fouadly after the death of the fruit, and is the
product of decomposition.

The analysis of wines, as published inlta@cet, Oct26, 1867, shows that, in one thousand
grains [a unit of weight in the U.S. Customary 8ystan avoirdupois unit equal to 0.002285
ounce, or 65mg] of the wines named, there was @méyand one-half grains of albuminous
matter, whilst in the same amount of raw beef theee two hundred and seven grains, that is,
one hundred and fifty-six times more nourishmerthensame quantity of beef than in wine. —
Bible Commentarp. 370. The analysis of the beer in common usegwrtivat there is more
nourishment in one small loaf of wheat bread timamany gallons of beer. Medical men testify
that the flesh of habitual beer-drinkers becomegsassoned that slight wounds become
incurable, and result often in speedy death.

1 Timothy 5:23, “No longer water.” See 1 Timothy 33. Titus 1:7, 8, “Not given to wine,”
“temperate.”

Here Paul mentions the same qualifications forsiquaas those stated in his first letter to
Timothy 3:3, “Not given to wine.” He uses the sa@reek wordmeeparoinoncompounded of
mee,a negative particlggara,a preposition, with or near, aothon,wine, meaning not near
wine, which is a happy apostolic definition of icdhstinence. He adds temperate, which, it is
pleaded, sanctions moderate drinking. The Greekl\were used isnkrateesDonnegan,
“Holding firm, mastering one’s appetite or passibrs New Testament LexicotBtrong, stout,
possessed of mastery, master of self.” — TitusILi8.clear that Paul does not contradict
himself in this verse: first, by saying the bishopst be a total abstainer mee not;para, near;
oinon,wine — and then, in the second place, by sayinghst be a moderate drinker. What he
here means by temperance applies to the mind ard tiwe bodily habits. Or if it is contended
that it does refer to the body, then it means leagays in 1 Corinthians 9:25, where he uses the
same word in reference to those contending fontastery in the games. Such abstain totally
from wine and all excitements, or as Horace expe#s“He abstains from Venus and
Bacchus.” See Note, 1 Corinthians 9:25 and Act&24:

Titus 2:2, 3. the aged men are exhorted tedieer,“temperate.” The Greek iseephalion,
“sober, temperate, abstinent in respect to wineN.IT., metaphorically, “vigilant, circumspect.”
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— 1 Timothy 3:2, 11; Titus 2:2. For temperate @reek issophronos;sound of mind, sober-
minded, sedate, staid.” Temperate, see note os Tifll

In verse 3 the aged women are exhorted, “not giwenuch wine.” See comment on 1
Timothy 3:8.

These were to teach the young women to be “sobleré the same original word is used
which denotes sober mindedness. See comment anditfy 3:2 the necessity of such an
exhortation is obvious from the fact that thesdotsetheir conversion, had been idolaters, and
who, in the days of their ignorance, had given thelnes up to voluptuous practices.

Polybius, in a fragment of his 6th book, says, “Amgdhe Romans, the women were
forbidden to drink (intoxicating) wine; they drinkpwever, what is callggassummade from
raisins, which drink very much resemblSgosthenian and Cretan gleuk@sveet wine), which
men use for allaying excessive thirst.”Nett, London Ed. p. 80. See notes John 2:1-11.

Wetstein commenting on Acts 2:1fukus,new sweet wine, says, “The Roman ladies were
so fond of it, that they would first fill their steachs with it, then throw it off by emetics, and
repeat the draught. -Bible Commentarp. 378.

Dr. F. R. Lees says, in the same page, “We haeeresf to Lucian for ourselves, and find the
following illustration: ‘I came, by Jove, as thosbo drinkgleukos(sweet wine), swelling out
their stomach, require an emetic.” These volupsubabits denoted such a devotion to the
enjoyment of luxury and pleasure, such an indulgensensual gratification, as unfitted these
women for a station in the Christian church, andte proper discharge of the domestic duties
particularly noticed in the text.

The Rev. W. H. Rule, in his brief enquiry, speakaighis unfermented wine, says: “A larger
guantity might be taken, and the eastern sot ceujloly himself longer over the cup, than if he
were filled up with fermented wine, without beingftied by the senselessness of profound
inebriation. —Nott, London Ed. p. 223. Mr. Rule, though no particditeand to the temperance
cause, here concedes the fact that there wereitwe kf wine, the fermented and the
unfermented.

1 Peter 1:13, “Bsober” See comments on 1 Thessalonians 5:7, p. 25, whersame word
occurs.

1 Peter 4:1-5, “Excess of wine, excess of riot.this passage three facts are significant and
instructive. The first is, that in their unconvert&ate these converts whom Peter addresses lived
in the lusts of men, wrought the will of the Gesil and walked in lasciviousness, lusts, excess
of wine, revellings, banquetings, and abominabidaitlies. The second fact is, that their former
companions thought it strange that, being Christigimey would not “run with them to the same
excess of riot.” The third fact is, that their f@ntompanions spoke evil of them because of their
abstinence.

It is clear that the Christians named in this pgsseere abstainers from their former usages,
and that on this account they were spoken evit@fy much as are the total abstainers of the
present day.

oinophlugiaoccurs only in this text, and is a compowrfainos,wine, andphluo,to
overflow — a debauch with wine. Probably intoxiogti though the wine broken by the filter .
was preferred by the voluptuous and dissipated.

The Greek wordsotia,in Ephesians 5:18, is rendered excess, and is ctatheith wine;
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and means, literally, unsavableness, utter degraaiid dissoluteness. In the text, and Titus 1:6,
it is connected with riot, which means overflowtmauring of dissoluteness, thus denoting the
same moral character. As the two phrases occtieiteit, it teaches that excess of wine and
excess of riot are related to each other as cawseféect; but excess of wine no more justifies
moderate drinking than excess of riot justifies erate rioting. The design of Peter was to
encourage those to whom he wrote to continue iin #tstinence.

1 Peter 4:7, “Be ye therefoseber’! See 1 Timothy 3:2. The motive for sober-mindednss
the same as Philippians 4:5, which see.

1 Peter v. 8, “Sober, vigilant. See 1 Thessalonta@s3; Titus 2:2; 1 Peter 1:13 and 4:7. The
sobriety here has no reference to intoxication tbahe state of mind according with vigilance.
The reason for wakeful vigilance is the activitylanalignity of the devil.

2 Peter 1:6, “Temperance.” See Acts 24:25; 1 Coians 9:25; and Galatians 5:25.

In the Revelation there are nine references to wmehapter 6:6 and 18:13, wine and oil are
mentioned as articles of necessary comfort andimedise. In 14:8, 17:2, and 18:3, we read,
“Wine of the wrath of her fornication,” “Drunk witthe wine of her fornication,” and “Drunk of
the wine of her fornication” These are figuratimed imply punishment. In 14:10, “Drink of the
wine of the wrath of God;” 16:19, “Cup of the wiokthe fierceness of his wrath.” In 14:19,
“Great wine-press of the wrath of God,” and 19A8inepress of the fierceness and wrath of
Almighty God.” These are symbols of the divine veagce.

| have now called attention to every passage irNing Testament where wine is mentioned,
and have given to each that interpretation whicméoappeared just and proper. How far | have
carried the full conviction of my readers, each onest determine for himself. The results
recorded in these pages have cost me years ohpatid laborious investigations. My own
convictions have steadily deepened and becomerfasiehave canvassed the positions
maintained by writers who hold views widely diffegi from my own. This, some may think, is
stubborn obstinacy on my part; but | do not thulgpimyself, as | am conscious, however | may
err, of desiring only to know the truth, and holetls an understanding of the Bible as will best
harmonize the law of God as developed by true seiegind the law of God as written in the
inspired page.

| do not say that there are no difficulties conadawith the wine question. All | ask is that
the students of the Bible will treat these with siaene candor and desire to harmonize them that
they do the difficulties connected with astronogology, and conflicting historical statements.
If the language of the Bible can be honestly serpreted as to harmonize with the undisputed
facts developed by the temperance reformatiorelation to the effects of alcoholic drinks, with
the testimony of the most intelligent physiciand aminent chemists, that alcohol contains no
nourishment, will neither make blood nor repair tveeste of the body, but it is an intruder and a
poison; this will secure the firm friendship of nyamho now stand aloof, and will promote the
temporal, spiritual, and eternal happiness of mahki

TESTIMONY.

The following testimony, from five eminent scholamsay fortify the convictions already
produced by the facts and reasonings found upopréeeding pages:
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PROFESSOR GEORGE BUSH. — Mr. E. C. Delavan, halbeen referred to Professor
Bush, as a learned Biblical scholar, from whom hghtnobtain correct information as to Bible
temperance, visited him in his library, and statedim his views on the wine question. With
promptness he condemned them, and, referringdrtate said, “This verse upsets your theory.”
When asked to refer to tleiginal, he did so, and, with amazement, séib permission to
drink intoxicating wine here.do not care about wine, and it is very seldom thasteit, but |
have felt until now at liberty to drink, in modeat, from this verse. Being entreated to make
this a subject of special and particular examimatiee said he would. At a subsequent visit he
thus greeted Mr. DelavahYou have the whole ground, and, in time, the witeheistian world
will be obliged to adopt your viewsAt the request of Mr. Delavan, he published hesxs in
theNew Your Observer (Enquiredug., 1869). This testimony is the more valuabgeit @ not
only the result of a careful examination of thegoral languages, but the honest surrender to the
force of evidence of a previous conviction.

REV. DR. E. NOTT, late President of Union Collegehis fourth lecture says: “That
unintoxicating wines existed from remote antiquégd were held in high estimation by the wise
and good, there can be no reasonable doubt. THeree is unequivocal and plenary.” “We
know that then, as now, inebriety existed; and thsmow, the taste for inebriating wines may
have been the prevalent taste, and intoxicatingsvihe popular wines. Still unintoxicating
wines existed, and there were men who preferrel sirees, and who have left on record the
avowal of that preference.” -Nott, London Ed. p. 85.

PROFESSOR MOSES STUART. — “My final conclusionhsst viz.: that, whenever the
Scriptures speak of wine as a comfort, a blessing,libation to God, and rank it with such
articles as corn and oil, they mean-they gean-only such wine as contained no alcohol that
couldhave a mischievous tendentyat wherein they denounce it, prohibit it, androeet it with
drunkenness and revelling, they can mealy alcoholic or intoxicating wine.

“If | take the position that God¥/ordandworksentirely harmonize, | must take the position
that the case before us is as | have represernietét Facts show that the ancients not only
preserved wine unfermented, but regarded it ashaflzer flavor and finer quality than
fermented wine. Facts show that it was, and mightdbunk at pleasure without any inebriation
whatever. On the other hand, facts show that angiderable quantity of fermented wine did
and would produce inebriation; and also that a¢ang towards it, or a disturbance of the fine
tissues of the physical system, was and would béymed by even a small quantity of it; full
surely if this was often drunk.

“What, then, is the difficulty in taking the positi that thegood and innocent wine meant
in all cases where it is commended and allowethatrthealcoholicor intoxicating wines
meant in all cases of prohibition and denunciation?

“I cannot refuse to take this position without uatly impeaching the Scriptures of
contradiction or inconsistency. | cannot admit Bat has given liberty to persons in health to
drink alcoholic wine, without admitting that Wigordand hisworksare at variance. The law
against such drinking, which he has enstamped onature, stands out prominently — read and
assented to by all sober and thinking men — isNisd now at variance with this? Without
reserve, | am prepared to answer in the negative.”

It was after an exhaustive examination, the detdiighich are contained in his printed letter
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of sixty-four pages octavo, that he gave to thelavttnis full and unequivocal testimony we have
just recited.

REV. ALBERT BARNES, in his commentary on John 2:48ys: “The wine of Judea was
the pure juice of the grape, without any mixturekbhol, and commonly weak and harmless. It
was the common drink of the people, and did nad terproduce intoxication.

All acquainted with Mr. Barnes know that he woutat make such a statement until he had
given the subject a patient and thorough examinati@ving scrutinized all the authorities, he
has thus recorded upon the printed page his ciehhanest convictions.

REV. DR. HERRICK JOHNSON, of Philadelphia, replyitegMr. McLean, in the
Evangelistmakes a complete and masterly answer to his posiMfie make room for the
following extract:

“Wine is a mocker. This is God’s word. No one dauthiat intoxicating wine is here referred
to. Why is it called of God a mocker? Surely natdaese when used to excess it is hurtful. Beef
is hurtful when used to excess. Is beef a mockez\Wist all be agreed, | think, that wine is a
mocker because of its inherent quality — a somgtimrthe wine itself by which its users are
lured into excess. That something is alcohol. tiedkees men. Its effects are gradual — almost
imperceptible. It is seductive, tripping, alas! ti@blest and the best before they are aware. So it
deceived Noah when he drank of the wine and waskéru So it deceived Ephraim and Judah,
priest and prophet, when they were swallowed upioé. It is in the very nature of wine, as an
essential element, this power of deceit. Hencethiptural injunction, ‘It is not for kings to
drink wine; nor for princes strong drink: lest thdrynk, and forget the law, and pervert
judgment.’ Hence also the command, ‘Look not ugenwine when it is red, when it giveth its
eye, when it goeth down smoothly.” The very quabtiere described that gives to wine its
deceitful power. These are the signs of the presefalcohol. No one doubts that alcoholic
wine is here referred to, and it is this kind ohwithat we are solemnly commanded not to look
upon, for this kind is athocker. The guile of the ‘serpent’ is in the mixture, aatlast it giveth
the serpent’s ‘bite.’

“But is this the wine used to symbolize the feasppared by divine Wisdom, and to which
the Son of God invites the church, saying, ‘Eafriénds! drink, yea, drink abundantly, O
beloved.’? A wine that deceived and disgraced Nti&dt,swept a whole nation, including its
holy men of God, into the sin of intemperance, tiagjs and princes are forbidden to drink lest
they pervert judgment — is this what Christ summuosign figure to drink ‘abundantly’ — a
mocker, a deceiver in its essential nature andusecaf the intoxicating element in it? Is this the
kind of wine that the Jews were enjoined to drirdefy, as an act of worship before the Lord in
the temple? Surely the proof must be overwhelmangl, there must be no alternative consistent
with the Word of God, before we can believe thas hot a question as to the use of wine as an
emblem, whether of mercy or of wrath. The graveliiifficulty is, Would God call a thing a
mocker, and then press the mocker to men'’s lips@léMee tell men not to look upon it, and
then give it to them to drink? | grant this is pely presumptive and inferential as to two kinds
of wine. But what might there is in it! How natugahnd inevitably, in the absence of proof
either way, our judgments and our hearts lean tdwas presumption!

“Now, what if there is another kind of wine spokann the Word of God that cannot
possibly be intoxicating, where fermentation aneltbnsequent presence of alcohol are out of
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the question — what then? Why, is it not reasonahtkconsistent, the demand alike of
common sense and common conscience, to regardstiii® wine commended in Scripture as a
blessing making glad the heart of man? To the lagivthe testimony: God, threatening Moab
with desolation, said, Isaiah 16:10, ‘In the vinelythere shall be no singing and shouting, the
treaders shall tread out no wine in their preddesve made their vintage-shouting to cease.’
And again, Jeremiah 48:33, ‘| have caused winaitdrbom the winepresses; none shall tread
with shouting.” Again, Gedaliah, made governor g King of Babylon over the cities of Judah,
thus commanded the Jews, Jeremiah 40:10, ‘Gathemgs and summer fruits, and oil, and put
them in your vessels.” And the record is, “Theyhgaéd wine and summer fruits very much.’ the
Bible also speaks of ‘presses bursting with newewiof ‘wine found in the cluster’; and it says
of this wine, and of this only, and in this verynoection, ‘a blessing is in it.” Here is frequent
reference to the pure, unfermented juice of thpees just trodden out of the presses, just
gathered from the vintage, and even as found icltister. And here this grape-juice is
repeatedly, and by the Jews themselves, in thair Seviptures, called wine, boylayinand

tirosh.

“There is no exploit of logic that can make anyesaman believe this to be the very same
wine elsewhere called ‘a mocker.” The deceitfubtk) serpent element has not yet entered it;
for alcohol requires time and a process for itenfation. It is the simple, unfermented juice of the
grape, just as cider right out of the press issthple, unfermented juice of the apple. And as
such, God says, a blessing is in it. Here, theth@scriptural distinction between wine and wine.
It is not made to suit a modern exigency. God’s 8oiakes it. Is it only ‘a hairbreadth’
distinction? Is there nothing more than that betwaeblessing’ and ‘a mocker’? Each was
called wine by the Jews, because wiyey(n) is a generic word applied to the juice of thepgra
in all conditions, whether sour or sweet, old owvnfermented or unfermented. But it is said,
‘The word wine, unless used figuratively, or qualifby some other word or phrase, always
means the fermented juice of the grape.” How d&kmav that? There are, indeed, passages
where the case is clear, the context plainly shgwhat the wine spoken of is intoxicating. There
are other passages, such as those quoted above, tiwbease is equally clear, the context
plainly showing that the wine spoken of is unintating. There are still other passages where
God approves of wine and sanctions its use, witproof whatever that the wine is intoxicating
but the bare word! What else than ‘perfectly ab'stgdsoning is it that would carry all these
passages bodily over to the side of fermented wibBY must we hold that intoxicating wine is
necessarily meant in all such cases? Without thdak of a shade of proof, must God’s
approval be tiedyolens volengp the intoxicating meaning of a doubtful word? Goam sense
is affronted at the suggestion of any such reasemnlecessity. There is not one philological
reason why we should so hold. There are abundaralmeasons why we should not so hold.
The word is applied to unintoxicating wine, wasagpplied by the Jews, and the proof of it is in
the Word of God. And to such wine divine commermats given. When the same word is used
elsewhere coupled with the same divine sanctiomnedound to believe the same wine is
meant, unless it is otherwise stated.

“Let one thing more be now proved, and the whokeda too clear for question. Were the
ancients in the habit of preserving and using ab suee from fermentation, this juice of the
grape which they called wine? Beyond all doubtytivere. The evidence is to be found in
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almost any classical authority. So say Plato, CellanPliny, Aristotle. So indicate Horace,
Homer, Plutarch. Some of these ancient writers givaetail the very processes of boiling,
filtering, and sulphurization by which the winesre@reserved from fermentation. Anthon, in
his Dictionary of Greek and Roman Antiquiti@gchbishop Potter, in hi&recian Antiquities;
Smith, in hisDictionary of the Bibleand many other competent scholars, confirm andatipp
this position. Moses Stuart, that prince of phigpéts, says, ‘Facts show that the ancients not
only preserved their wines unfermented, but reghidas of a higher flavor and finer quality
than fermented wine.’ There is no ancient custoth wibetter amount and character of proof
than this.

“There were, therefore, two kinds of wine in antiese. The one was sweet, pleasant,
refreshing, unfermented; the other was excitinflaming, intoxicating. Each was called wine.
How natural, now to say of the one, ‘A blessinguig — it maketh glad the heart’! How natural
to say of the other, ‘Deceit is in it — it bringetloe and sorrow’! There is no difficulty now in
the reconciliation of Scripture with Scripture. TBible is not a wholesale endorsement of the
use of the alcoholic cup. It puts no weapon inmhhnds of the drinkers and venders of strong
drink. And the binding obligations of the law o¥®in its application to the wine question may
be pressed home upon the conscience and the ineagakened by any opposing plea of divine
precept or example.

“I do believe that the Christian who is known bg@ept or example to be an advocate of the
use of the cup, takes upon himself a fearful residity. The effect of such precept or example
is felt far beyond the circle of those with whonetlsiChristian comes in contact. The higher the
position of the man, the wider will be the influenaf his word or deed. And among the tens of
thousands who are yearly swept to ruin by alcahele may be those to whom his shining
example has been a stumbling-block and an occésitadl.”

Besides these testimonies, a goodly number of melhyead in ancient lore and learned in
the original languages of the Word of God, havepailent study, been led to the same
conclusion. The company of such is rapidly increg&ioth in Great Britain and America. We do
not despair, but confidently believe that the tisiaot far distant when no drinker, nor vender,
nor defender of alcoholic wines, will find a sheléad a house of refuge in the Scriptures of
God.

LET THERE BE LIGHT!
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